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Subject: Operation RANGER ’

Operation RANGER, the first series of atmospheric nuclear weapons
tests conducted by the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) at the
Nevada Proving Ground (NPG), consisted of five nuclear detona-
tions, all of which were airdrops. The operation also included
one non-nuclear high-explosive test detonated two days before the
first nuclear event. Operation RANGER lasted from 25 January
through 6 February 1951 and involved approximately 360 Department
of Defense (DOD) participants in air support services, scientific
experiments, weather support, communications security, and
cbserver activities. The series was intended to provide data for
use in determining design criteria for nuclear devices scheduled
for detonation at Operation GREENHOUSE, to be conducted at the
Pacific Proving Ground from 7 April to 24 May 1951.

Department of Defense Involvement

-3 Since RANGER was only a 13-day operation, the same units and

3 participants performed the same duties throughout the series.
The majority of the Department of Defense personnel at Operation
RANGER took part in the air support services provided by the Air
Support Section of the Test Group. Air Force personnel from the
! Special Weapons Command (SWC) and Headquarters, Air Force,

g conducted most of these activities. At each test event, air
support activities included the airdrop of the nuclear device,
cloud sampling, cloud tracking, aerial surveys of the terrain,
and courier service. Air Force personnel also provided meteor-
ological services and communications security and monitored
worldwide radioactivity from the RANGER tests for the Atomic
Energy Detection System.

e e

Air Force participation at the RANGER shots involved personnel

' from:
; ¢ Headquarters, U.S. Air Force
; Accession For
; ® Air Research and Development Command NTIS GRAsI n(
: DTIC TAR 0
i e Air Training Command Unannounced 1]
{ Justification
‘ ® Strategic Air Command —_—
By _
% e Air Force Security Service DisUﬁbut@@7m—*h_f:]
f- e Alr Weather Service __1119““”' T ues '
{ i’Avail and/or
Dist | special

| i gy 2




® Air Force Cambridge Research lLaboratory
® 4901st Support Wing (Atomic) (SWC)

® 4925th Special Weapons Group (SWC)

@ 374th Reconnaissance Squadroa (Very Long Range)
Weather

e 1009th Special Weapons Squadron. [

The Scientific Tests Section of the Test Group conducted
experiments at each nuclear detonation, DOD personnel were
involved in eight experiments at each shot except BAKER, where ;
they took part in seven experiments. Of the 12 known DOD !
participants, six were from the Army Participation Group, an
organization representing the Chief, Armed Forces Special Weapons
Project. The other six were officers frcm the Army, Navy, and
Air Force. Participants in these scientific experiments placed
film badges, fabrics, and other materials and instruments in or
around military fortifications constructed in the ground zero
area. They retrieved the equipment after the detonation, when
radiation levels had decreased and limited access into the shot
area was permitted.

The number of observers at RANGER has been documented as 156, but
only three of these are believed to have been military personnel.

Summaries of RANGER Nuclear Events :

The accompanying table details specific information for each
nuclear shot in the RANGER Series, and the accompanying map shows
ground zero and the operations area. These five shots were of
the same type, were detonated at the same site, and involved
similar activities. Shot FQOX, the last, was the largest shot and
the only event not detonated on schedule. A one-day postponement
was caused by an o0il leak in the B-50 drop aircraft. Fired 1,435
feet above Frenchman Flat, Shot FOX had a yield of 22 kilotons.
The initial radiation survey, conducted about one hour after the
detonation, showed a maximum gamma intensity of 15.5 roentgens
per hour (R/h) at ground zero and 8.0 R/h about 200 meters from
ground zero. At 900 meters, the radiation level decreased to
0.25 R/h.

Safety Standards and Procedures

The Atomic Energy Commission established safety criteria to 1
minimize the exposure of participants to ionizing radiation, :
while allowing them to accomplish their missions. DOD partici-

pants at RANGER were restricted to a gamma exposure limit of 3.0

roentgens per 13-week period. Sampling pilots from the Air

Weather Service were authorized to receive up to 3.9 roentgens

because the special nature of their mission required them to

penetrate the clouds resulting from the shots.




The Test Group was responsible for the radiclogical safety of all
RANGER participants, and its Radiological Safety Section was
responsible for implementing the radiological safety procedures.
This section consisted of personnel from the AEC, the Los Alamos
S Scientific Laboratory, and the Army Corps of Engineers. Person-
- t nel from Headquarters, Air Force, implemented radiological

3 safety procedures for Air Force participants. The general
procedures followed by both groups were similar:

e Personnel dosimetry -- issuing and developing film
badges for participants and evaluating gamma
radiation exposures recorded on film badges

& Use of protective equipment -- providing clothing,
respirators, and other protective equipment

@ Monitoring -- performing radiclogical surveys and
controlling access to radiation areas

® Decontamination —- devecting and removing
contamination on personnel and equipment.

Radiation Exposures at RANGER

As of February 1982, the military services had identified 262
participants by name for Operation RANGER. Film badge data are
avajilable for 63 of these participarnts, as shown in the table,
"Summary of Dosimetry for Operation RANGER." These data indicate
that three individuals received exposures greater than the 3.0
roentgen limit.

SN . . N I S T T R R ) T e ko o TR i B el By R s b O N AN SIS




1 g v e W

st e ® i s

M e m i i e

4
3

SUMMARY OF OPERATION RANGER EVENTS (1951}

o
Shot w g‘ ; E x
2 3 s S d

Sponsor LASL LASL LASL LASL LASL
Planned Date 27 January 28 January 1 February 2 February 5 February
Actual Date 27 January 28 January 1 February 2 February 6 February
Local Time 0545 05562 0547 0549 0547
NPG Location Frenchman Flat | Frenchman Flat{ rrenchman Flat { Frenchman Flat j Frenchman Flat
Type Airdrop Airdrop Airdrop Airdrop Airdrop
Height of Burst (Feet) 1,060 1,080 1,080 1,100 1.435
Yield (Kilotons) 1 8 1 8 2
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SUMMARY OF DOSIMETRY FOR OPERATION RANGER
AS OF FEBRUARY 1982

Number of
Personnel Personnel Average Maximum
Personnel | Identified Gamma Exposure (Hoentgens| with Gamma Gamma
Identified by Name and Zerc Gamma Exposure Exposurs
Service by Name [ by Film Badge || <.1 210 | 1030 | 3050 | B0+ Exposure® {Roentgens) | (Roentgenas)
Army 14 14 1 0.87¢ 3.4
Navy 3 2 0 4.265 5.3
Marine Corps 1 1 0 0.820 0.8 ©
Alr Force 202 4 2 0.062 0.2
Scientific Personnel, 42 42 3 0.018 2.7
Contractors, and
Affikates

# The number of personnel in this column is aiso represented in the <.1 Gamma Exposure column,
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Retween 1945 and 1962, the United States Government, through

the Manhattan Engineer District and its successor agency, the
Atomic Energy Commission (AEC), conducted 235 atmospheric nuclear
weapons tests at sites in the United States and in the Atlantic 3
and Pacific Cceans. In all, an estimated 220,000 Department of '
i Defense (DOD) participants, both military and civilian, were

i present at the tests. Of these, approximately 90,000 were B

{ present at the atmospheric nuclear weapons tests conducted at the
Nevada Proving Ground* (NPG), northwest of Las Vegas, Nevada.

In 19277, 15 years after the last above;ground nuclear

. + . .
weapons test, the Center for Disease Control noted a possible

e Rmmimn o

lenkemia cluster among a small group of soldiers present at Shot
] SMOKY, one test of Operation PLUMBBOB, the series of atmospheric
nuclear weapons tests conducted in 1957. Since that initial
report by the Center for Disease Comntrol, the Veterans
Administration has received a number of claims for medical bene-
fits from former military personnel who believe their health may
have been affected by their participation in the weapons testing

. program.

In late 1977, the DOD began a study to provide data to both

the Center for Disease Control and the Veterans Administration on
potential exposures to ionizing radiation among the military and
: civilian personnel who participated in the atmospheric tests.

¢ The DOD organized an effort to:

e Identify DOD personnel who had taken part in
the atmospheric nuclear weapons tests

*Renamed the Nevada Test Site in 1955.

+The Center for Disease Control is an agency of the U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services (formerly the U.S.
Department of Health, Edu:ation, and Welfare).
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Determine the extent of the participants' expo-
sure to ionizing radiation

® Provide public disclosure of information con-
cerning participation hy DOD personnel in the
atmospheric nuclear weapons tests.

METHOOS AND SOURCES USED TO PREPARE THIS VOLUME

This report is based on the military and technical documents
associated with the Operation RANGZR atmospheric nuclear weapons
tests. Many of the documents pertaining specifically to DOD
involvement in Operation RANGER, the first series of atmospheric
nuclear weapons tests conducted at the NPG, were found in the

fense Nuclear Agency Technical Library, the Air Force Weapons
laboratory Technical Library, and the Modern Military Branch of

the National Archives.

In many cases, the surviviag historical documentation of
RANGER activities addresses test specifications and technical
information rather than personnel data. Moreover, the documents
sometimes reveal inconsistencies in facts, such as the number of
DOD participants in a certain experiment at a given shot or their
locations and assignments at a given time. Thes< discregpancies
usually occur between two or more documents but occasionally
appear within the same document. Efforts have beer made to
resolve the inconsistencies wherever possible, or otherwise to

bring them to the attention of the reader.

For the experiments discussed in this volume, the only
availablzs document describing personnel activities is the six-
volume report on Operation RANGER, published by the Los Alamos
Scientific Laboratory (LASL). This source, an after-action
document, summarizes the experiments performed during the RANGER
Series, but does not always supply shot-specific information.

|
|
|
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Al}l yield information presented in this volume is taken from
the Department of Energy, Announced United States Nuclear Tests,
July 1945 through 1979 (NVO-209). Other data on the tests,
concerning fallout patterns, meteorological conditions, and
cloud dimensions, are taken from DASA 1251-1, Compilation of
Local Fallout Data from Test Detonations 1945-1962, Volume 1,

except in instances where more specific information is available
elsewhere.

ORGANIZATION AND CONTENT OF THIS VOLUME

The following ten chapters discuss DOD participation in
Operation RANGER. Chapter 1 provides background infcrmation on
the operation. including summaries of the five nuclear events in
the series and the activities of DOD participants. Chapter 2
details the test organization and responsibilities of the various
groups with DOD participants. Chapter 3 describes the RANGER
scientific experiments and support activities involving DOD
personnel and coordinated by the AEC organization and LASL.
Chapter 4 discusses the radiological criteria and procedures in
effect during Operation RANGER for each of the DOD groups with
significant participation. Chapter 5 przsents information on the
results of the radiation protection program, including an
analysis of film badge readings for DOD personnel. Chapters 6
through 10 address each of the five RANGER shots in turn. Each
chapter describes the specific setting and characteristics of the
detonation, details DOD personnel activities in the scientific
experiments conducted at the shot, and discusses the radiation

protection procedures used to minimize exposure to ionizing
radiation.

The information in this report is supplemented bv the
Reference Manual: Background Materials for the CONUS Volumes.
The manual summarizes information on radietion physics, radiation
health concepts, exposure criteria, and measuremen. techniques.
It also llists acronyms and a glossary of terms used in the DOD
reports addressing test events in the continental United States.
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CHAPTER 1

SN Ao

INTRODUCTION

F————— VSRS C L8 SR ]

Operation RANGER, the first series of atmospheric nuclear
weapons tests conducted within the continental United States,
consisted of five nuclear tests, RANGER also included one
non-nuclear high-explosive test conducted two days before the
first nuclear detonation. The series lasted from 25 January
through 6 February 1951 and involved about 360 Department of
Defense participants in air and land support activities,
scientific experiments, and observer activities. The primary
objective of the operation was to provide sufficient data to

determine satisfactory design criteria for nuclear devices
scheduled to be detonated at Operation GREENHOUSE, cconducted at
the Pacific Proving Ground from 7 April through 24 May 1951.

This volume summarizec information on organizations, proce-
dures, and activities of DOD personnel at Operation RANGER and
provides specific information for each shot. It also shows the
relationship of the series to earlier and later atmospheric _
testing operations in the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans and at the i
Nevada Proving Ground. This chapter introduces Operation RANGER
with a description of the:

@ Historical background and establishment of Operation
RANGER

® Selection and description of the Nevada Proving Ground
e Five nuclear events

e DOD participation at the test series.
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1.1 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF OPERATION
RANGER

Following World War II, the United States launched an
extensive nuclear weapons testing program in an effort to expand

b R i e g

its nuclear arsenal and to maintain superiority over the Soviet
Union. During 1946 and 1948, the United States conducted two
testing programs in the Pacific, Operations CROSSROADS and
SANDSTONE, respectively. In 1949, the Soviet Union exploded its i
first nuclear device, well ahead of American expectations (35).% ]

I, )

In November 1950, the Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory é
discovered that insufficient data were available to determine :
satisfactory design criteria for nuclear devices to be tested in
Operation GREENHOUSE, a series of AEC nuclear tests scheduled for
the Pacific Proving Ground from 7 April through 24 May 1951. The
I:ASL scientists believed that variations in the compression of
the critical material could affect the yields of the GREENHOUSE
devices. To confirm this hypothesis, LASL held conferences on 6
and 11 December 1950 and concluded that a series of smanil nuclear
tests should be conducted to improve the GREENHOUSE design
criteria, On 22 December 1950, LASL requested approval for a
continental series from the AEC Division of Military Application
(DMA). DMA approved the request ancd asked for Presidential
approval to expend the fissionable mat=rial required for the
series. The White House responded affirmatively on 11 January
1951, formally creating Operation RANGER. The decision to
conduct RANGFR accelerated the establishment of the Nevada
Proving Ground (11; 12).

The same day that Operation RANGER was approved by the
President, the AEC distributed its only announcements of the
coming tests. Handbills were circulated in the area of the NPG,

*Al1l sources cited in the text are listed alphabetically and
numbered in the Reference List at the end of this volume.
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stating that from 11 January 19251 the Government would be
conducting nuclear tests at the Las Vegas Bombing and Guunery

Range in Nevada. Figure i-1 shows this handbill.

1.2 SELECTION AND DESCRIPTION OF THE NEVADA PROVING GROUND

Since the detonation of TRINITY at Alamogordo, New Mexico,
on 16 July 1945, ro nuclear device had been tested in the
continental United States (CONUS). The AEC had considered estab-
lishing a continental test site in 1948 after SANDSTONE, as a
means of reducing construction and logistics costs, but rejected
that idea after obtaining the results of an Armed Forces Special
Weapons Project (AFSWP) report. This report, "Project Nutmeg,"”
concluded that the physical problems and domestic political
concerns were too complicated to warrant the creation of a CONUS
test site. It advised continued use of the Pacific Proving
Ground but suggested the establishment of a continental test site
in an emergency (12).

When the Korean War began in the summer of 1950, however,
the AEC doubted that the Pacific Proving Ground could be used for
nuclear weapons testing because of the possibility of the Korean
¥ar expanding throughout the Far East, thus endangering the
Pacific shipping lanes. On 13 July 1950, the AEC Chairman wrote
the Chairman of the Military Liaison Committee that the pbssi—
bility of a national emergency required a joint effort by the AEC
and DOD to find a continental test site. The DOD agreed, and the
search began for a test site, using the AFSWP "Project Nutmeg"
report as an aid in the selection process (12; 26).

The AEC and DOD surveyed six sites within the continental
United States before choosing the Freachman Flat area of the Las

19
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WARNING

Jonwery 11, 1951

From this doy forward the U. §. Atomic Energy Commission hes been
outhorized to vse part of the Las Veges Bombing and Gunnery Range for test
work necessary to the atomic wespens development progrem.

Test activities will includs experimental nuclesr detonctions for the
development of otomic bombs - so-calied "A-Bombs” ~ carried out under con-
troliad conditions.

Yests will be conducted on @ routine basis for an indefinite peariod.

NO PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENY OF THE TIME OF ANY
TEST _WILL BE MADE

Unauthorized persons who pass inside the limits of the Las Veges Bomb-

ing and Gunnery Range may be subject to injury from or a3 & result of the AEC
test activities.

Heelth ond safety authorities hove determined thet ne denger from or
as @ result of AEC test ectivities mey be expected outside the limits of the Leos
Veges Bombing and Guanery Renge. Al necessary precavtions, including
radiclogicel surveys end petrolling of the surrounding territery, will be under-
teken to insure thet safely conditions are meintuined.

Full security restrictions of the Atomic Energy Act will apply te the werk
in this eres.

RALPH P. JOHNSON, Project Monoger
Las Veges Preject Otfice
U. 5. Atemic Energy Commission

Figure 1-1: AEC HANDBILL ANNOUNCING THE BEGINNING OF
THE RANGER TESTS
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Vegas Bombing and Gunnery Range.* The Government picked this
site because it best suited AEC criteria for favorable
meteorological conditions, distance from populated areas, and
proximity to operational facilities. When the necessity for
RANGER became apparent in November 1950, the AEC met with the Air
Force to obtain testing rights in the Las Vegas Bombing and
Gunnery Range. On 21 December 1950, the AEC and the Air Force
signed an agreement that (12):

e Surrendered to the AEC as a permanent test site the Air

Force lease on a rectengular area of the Las Vegas
Bombing and Gunnery Range meazuring 19 by 48 kilometers

e Allowed the AEC to use Indian 3prings Air Force Base
(AFBY facilities to support the test site

® Provided the AEC with operational facilities at Indian
Springs and Nellis Air Force Bases for the duration of
Operation RANGER.

On 1 January 1951, the AEC Santa Fe Operations Office
awarded the Reynolds Electrical and Engineering Company (REECo) a
contract to begin construction of facilities at the test site.
The construction of the test site was code named Project Mercury.
The test site itself was initially named Site Mercury, which in
turn evolved into the NPG and later the Nevada Test Site (12).

When RANGER began on 25 January 1951, the AEC had Air Force
approval to increase the NPG from 19 by 48 kilometers to 23 by 64
kilometers (12). This enlarged the NPG to 1,472 square kilometers,
all of which was located in Nye County, Nevada, 100 kilometers
northwest of Las Vegas. Except for its southern boundary, the

*Later renamed the Nellis Air Force Range.

+Throughout this report, surface distances are given in metric
units. The metric conversion factors include: 1 meter = 3.28
feet; 1 meter = 1.09 yards; and 1 kilometer = 0.62 miles.
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NPG was completely surrounded by the Las Vegas Bombing and
Gunnery Range. Figure 1-2 shows the NPG as it existed in 1951.

The NPG was divided into two geographical areas: Yucca Flat
and Frenchman Flat., Yucca Flat, located in the north-central
part of the NPG, is a 320-square-kilometer desert valley
surrounded by mountains. This area was the location of many
nuclear detonations after Operation RANGER. Frenchman Flat,
which includes a 15-square-~kilometer dry lake, is located in the
southeastern part of the NPG. All five RANGER detonations were
conducted in this area at the same ground zero. Ground zero was
at UTM coordinates 923758,* northwest of Frenchman Lake. Figure
1-3 shows the RANGER test area (12; 34).

The RANGER Control Point, which served as AEC operational
headquarters, was 13 Kilometers south of ground zero. It was a
hastily constructed building that included a control room,
administrative office, first-aid station, and shower for

personnel decontamination (12; 34).

Two photography stations were located near ground zero, One
station was 3.2 kKilometers to the southeast on the dry lake. The
lake bed also served as the Frenchman Flat landing strip because
of its smooth, hard surface. The other station was 3.2 kilo-
meters northeast of ground zero (12; 34).

Extending from ground zero to the west was the West Access
Road, north of which lav the field fortifications area, used

extensively in scientific experiments. The South Access Road

*Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) coordinates ire used in this
r:port. The first three digits refer to a point on an east-west
axis, and the second three digits refer to a point on a north-
south axis. The point so designated is the southwest corner of
an area 100 meters saguare.
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began at ground zero and headed directly south to the AEC Control
Point, where it then curved through the mountains toward the south-
ern boundary of the NPG. The AEC generator shack was 3.2 kilometers
due south of ground zero on the South Access Road (12; 34).

The main AEC headquarters were at Nellis AFB, located near
Las Vegas, 100 kilometers southeast of the NPG. Because
facilities at the NPG were limited, the AEC also used Indian
Springs AFB, 40 kilometers by road southeast of the NPG, for food
services and housing of test personnel, for storing materials and

equipment, and for maintaining vehicles.

1.3 SUMMARY OF OPERATION RANGER EVENTS

The five nuclear detonations of Operation RANGER, detailed
in table 1-1, included two shots with a yield of one kiloton each
(ABLE and EASY), two shots of eight kilotons each (BAKER and
BAKER-2), and one shot of 22 kilotons (FOX) (15; 17; 27). These
detonations were preceded by a non-nuclear high-explosive deto-
nation, fired on 25 January 1951, to calibrate equipment for the
upcoming nuclear tests. The five nuclear devices were detonated
during the following 12 days, with the final device fired on 6
February 1951.

The RANGER shots were all airdropped over Frenchman Flat
from a height of 19,700 feet* above ground with the exception of
Shot FOX, which was airdropped from & height of 29,700 feet above
ground (27). Shot FOX was also the only shot not detonated on
its planned day. Because of an oil leak in the drop airecraft,
FOX was detonated on 6 February instead of 5 February (27).

*In this report, vertical distances are given in feet. Most
altitudes are measured from mean sea level; however, the height
of the aircraft that dropped the nuclear device for each shot is
measured frcem the ground.
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Table 1-1: SUMMARY OF OPERAT!ON RANGER EVENTS (1961)
o
Shot wy g n g »
3 3 S E d
Sponsor LASL LASL LASL LASL LASL
Planned Date 27 January 28 Janusry 1 February 2 February 5 February
Actual Date 27 January 28 January 1 February 2 February 6 February
Local Time 0545 0552 0547 0649 0547
NPG Location Frenchman Flat | Frenchman Flat | Frenchman Flat | Frenchman Flat { Frenchman Flat
UTM Coordinates 923768 923758 923758 923758 923758
Type Airdrop Airdrop Airdrop Airdrop Airdrop
Height of Burst (Feet) 1,080 1,080 1,080 1,100 1,435
Yield {Kilotons) 1 8 1 8 2

e ek s o e ]
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1.4 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION AT QPERATION RANGER

o

The Test Group, an AEC organization, planned, coordinated,
and conducted the RANGER nuclear tests. Consisting of personnel
from the AEC, LASL, Sandis Corporation, and DOD, the organization
included representatives of the Qffice of Atomic Energy, the Air
Weather Service, and the Special Weapons Command (SWC). Through
its Scientific Tests Section, the Test Group conducted eight
scientilic experiments at the RANGER detonations. The Test Group
Radiological Safety Section enforced criteria necessary to
protect RANGER participants from the effects of ionizing

radiation.

There were no troop exercises at RANGER, DOD personnel at

the NPG during the shots participated primarily ia the area of
test assistance. DOD personnel fielded scientific exper:.:meats,
and Air Force personnel provided air support for these activi-
ties. Ground participants generally placed data collection
instruments around the intended ground zero befcre the scheduled
detonation. They returned to recover the equipment after the
detonation, when the radiological environment in the shot area

would permit access,.

The Special Weapons Command, from Kirtland AFB, New Mexico,
praovided air support to the RANGER manager and to various Test
Group experiments. SWC support units included the 4925th Special
Weépons Group and the 490lst Support Wing (Atomic), which
operated out of Nellis AFB, Indian Springs AFB, and Kirtland AFB
(2-4). The Strategic Air Command provided the Special Weapons
Command with aircraft and crews for documentary photography,
while the Air Weather Service and the Air Force Cambridge
Research Lahoratcry provided Headquarters, USAF, with aircraft
and crew.

Film badge data indicate that 22 military and civilian DOD
employees participated in the Scientific Tests Section, the

5 ARy s i b eI
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Radiological Safety Section, and observer actlvities (16; 19; 2B;
30). Fifteen of these were Army, four were Navy, and three were
Air Force personnel.

The largest military contingent at Operation RANGER czme from
the Air Force. Between 202 and 335 Air Force personnel partici-
pated. The first figure is based on a review of Air Force reports,
memoranda, and travel orders. The second figure has been compiled

from Air Force documents and from an interview with a senior Air
Force officer of the RANGER Air Support Section (i4; 22-23; 32;
38).
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CHAPTER 2

FUNCTIONS OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE
i ORGANIZATION DURING OPERATION RANGER

The Atomic Energy Commission was responsible for the
activities conducted during Operation RANGER. The AEC organized
‘ these activities within a structure that, for the purpose of this
' report, is called the test organization. The primary functions
of the test organization were to schedule and detonate the
nuclear devices being tested and to evaluate the results of each
detonation. ;

PR

2.1 THE ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION AND THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

The AEC and the Department of Defense collaborated in the
planning and support of Operation RANGER. The AEC, which

i

exercised sole command of Operation RANGER, was responsible for
te development of new nuclear weapons technology. The DOD p
incorporated the weapons into the military defense program and

prcevided air support services that the AEC was not equipped to
provide.

PN .

pongress establish=d the AEC in 1946 with the passage of the
firsf Atomic Energy Act. In addition to stipulating the purposes
. of the AFC, which included the exploration of atomic energy as
| we2ll as nuclear weapons technology, the act provided for the
President to appoint five commissioners and a general manager as

the chief administrators of the AEC. This Commission was not
part of a cabinet-level department, but instead was an indepen-
dent agency of the executive branch of the Federal Government (1).

SN T

The Director of the Division of Military Application, who
was by law a member of the Armed Forces, was responsible for
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nuclear test operations (l1). The Director delegated onsite
authority for test preparations to the manager of the AEC Santa
1. Operations Office (SFOO). Later, the manager of SF00 also
became the manager* of Operation RANGER (32). Figure 2-1 shows
the lines of authority from the President through the AEC to the
test organization.

The National Security Act of 1947 established DOD by consoli-
dating the War Department, the Navy Department, and the new
Department of the Air Force. The President appointed the Secretary
of Defense who, in turn, relied on the Joint Chieis of Staff to
coordinate plans and operations for the armed services (36).

Policy making and planning between the AEC and DOD was the
responsibility of the Military Liaison Committee (MLC), which was
established by the Atomic Energy Act. The MLC, shown in figure
2-1, provided a forum for DOD consultation with AEC commissioners
on the development, manufacture, use, and storage of bombs, the
allocation of fissionable material for military research, and the
controi of information relatirg to the manufacture or employment
of nucleaer weapons. On an operational level, the DOD liaison
with AEC was the responsibility of the Armed Forces Special
Weapons Project. 1In 1947, AFSWP was organized as the principal
agency for nuclear weaponry within the DOD. AFSWP had estab-
lished its Field Command at Sandia Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico,
to conduct DOD weapons effects projects. The AFSWP officer
supervising DOD personnel working on weapons testing was under
the control of AEC officials., Unlike later test series, a DOD
officer did not exercise authority in the field over all DOD

personnel within the test organization (1; 36).

AEC support services were obtained directly from the Air
Force. The Special Weapons Command and Headquarters, USAF,

*Officially called the Test Manager in subsequent series.
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provided air support for Operation RANGER. The 2059t Weather
Wing, a unit of the Air Weather Service, contriouted meteoro-
logical services. Both the air and weather support personnel
were under the authority of the AEC manager of Operation RANGER

(22; 32).

2.2 THE MANAGER OF OPERATION RANGER

On 15 January 1951, the General Manager of the AEC appointed
the manager of the Santa Fe Operations Office as AEC manager of
Operation RANGER. The mariger of Operation RANGER was to (32):

e Coordinate and use efficiently the resources of
SF0O0, the Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory, and the
Sandia Corporation for the successful conduct of
Operation RANGER

e Negotiate the details of military support for RANGER
directly with AFSWP and other DOD agencies and
coordinate requirements through the Division of
Military Application

® Expend no more fissionable materials than were
authorized by the President on 11 January 1951

e Authorize the detonation of the nuclear devices.

A consulting committee of scientists advised the manager of
Operation RANGER on data collection and test activities. The
manager alsoc used SFOO staff members for Operation RANGER
requirements and had the authority to use LASL for special

requirements (32).

2.3 THE TEST ORGANIZATION FOR OPERATION RANGER

AEC and DOD officials planned the test organization for
Operation RANGER in early January 1951. On 16 January 1951, the
day after his appointment, the manager of RANGER established the

32
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f Operation RANGER test organization. ©On 17 January, he appointed - - [
chiefs to the test organization's seven divisions (32):

Executive Office
Operations Planning Office

Administrative Services Group
Security Group

Test Group

Public Information Office

Communications Group.

Figure 2-2 shows the structure of the test organization.

2.3.1 Executive Office

The SFOO Director of Personnel and Organization was

e S AR . 8 o e 4 e

appointed Executive Officer. Responsible for operations, the
Executive Cfficer organized staffs for the test organization

divisions and coordinated contractor, military, and technical
support. He also informed the manager about test activities

(32).

2.3.2 Operations Planning Office

The Operations Planning Officer assisted the Executive Offi-
cer in coordinating activities of test organization divisions,
: contractors, and support groups with operations of the armed
services and SFQO (32). The Operations Planning Officer was also
responsible for the test organization emergency evacuation plan.

He accordingly arranged with the Army for the transfer of Company
C, 82nd Reconnaissance Battalion, Second Armored Division, from
Fort Hood, Texas, to Las Vegas, Nevada. This company, consisting

of five officers and 150 enlisted men, had trucks standing by
offsite to help evacuate any Nevada or Utah county in case AEC

o e Aot A Ao 4 A
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radiological safety teams measured a radiation intensity high
enough to endanger public health (32).

The Operations Planning Officer also maintained contact with
the Civil Aeronsautics Administration, Federal Airways Section in
Salt Lake City, Utah. He advised the Civil Aeronautics Adminis-
tration on rerouting commercial and private aircraft away from

radioactive clouds outside the Nevada Proving Ground during
detonation periods (32).*

2.3.3 Administrative Services Group

The Administrative Services Group maintained and admin-
istered the physical plant for the three primary locations of the
test organization: the NPG, Indian Springs AFB, and Nellis AFB.
Group personnel provided (32):

o Office services
e Food service and medical facilities

® Motor pcols

® Maintenance of buildings, roads, housing, and
operational facilities

® Supply services.

The Chief of the Administrative Services Group was responsible

for overseeing the physical plant and supervising all contractor
personnel working for the test organization (32).

2.3.4 Security Group

The responsibilities of the Security Group included (32):

e Installing and applying physical and personnel secu-
rity control measures, including visitor control

*The airspace of the NPG was already a restricted area.
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® Providing security for classified materials and
scientific data in storage and during shipment

® Clearing press and radio releases,

The Security Group also operated the nine test organization
security stations, set up rcadblocks in conjunction with the
Clark and Nye Counties sheriff's offices, and escorted civilian
and military observers into the NPG (32).

2.3.5 Test Group

The Chief of the Test Group was a LASL scientist. His
principal assistant was the Deputy Test Director. Under their
supervision, the Test Group performed the following functions
(32):

® Supervised all technical opersations

¢ Prepared all nuclear devices and arranged their
delivery to Kirtland AFB

® Ordered the airdrop of a nuclear device wihen
authorized by the manager of Operation RANGER

e Coordinated cloud-tracking and -sampling missions
with the Air Force

¢ Coordinated radiological safety activities
e Collected and interpreted meteorclogical information

® Advised the manager of Operation RANGER on meteoro-
logical and radiological safety information

e Advised the LASL Director on the technical results
of each test so he could inform the maaager of
Operation RANGER of the next nuclear device to be
detonated.
To accomplish these activities, the Chief of the Test Group and
Deputy Test Director were assisted by the following sections of

the Test Group (12; 32):

® Scientific Tests Section

® Administration Section
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Construction Plans and Test Operations Section
Logistics Section

Weapons Assembly Section

Documentary Photography Section

Radiological Safety Section

Meteorology Section

Air Support Section.

The Scientific Tests Section established and coordinated
the scientific projects conducted during RANGER. The Technical
Deputy headed this section, which consisted primarily of LASL

personnel. An Army Participation Group directed by an Army Group
Project Officer represented the Chief, AFSWP, in this section
(12; 30; 32).

The Administrative Section provided administrative services

for the Test Group concerning such matters as personnel,

finances, security clearances, and visitor programs (12; 32).

The Construction Plans and Test Operations Section provided
planning services to the Test Group for test structures, timing

and firing circuits, and communications. The section also acted
as a liaison between the SFOO Office of Engineering and Construc-
tion and the SFQ0O Office of Communications, both of which

performed construction work for the test organization (12; 32).

The lLogistics Section, staffed by LASL personnel,
coordinated procurement and maintenance activities of the Test

Group. It was headguartered at the Test Group warehouse at
Indian Springs AFB (12; 32).

The Weapons Assembly Section operated from Sandia Base,
where LASL personnel assembled the nuclear devices and Sandia

Corporation emplovees prepared the devices for delivery (12; 32).
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The Documentary Photography Section provided photographic
services and was staffed by personnel from the LASL Graphic Arts
Division (12; 32).

The Radiological Safety Section, staffed by LASL, SFOG, and
DOD personnel, conducted all onsite and offsite radiological

safety activities within a radius of 300 kilometers from ground
zero (12; 32).

The Meteorology Section was staffed by Air Weather Service

personnel. This section was commanded by an officer of the
2059th Air Weather Wing from Tinker AFB, Oklahoma, which supplied
33 of the 56 Air Force participants. Other personnel came from
Air Force facilities throughout the country (29). Section
headquarters were at the Nellis AFB weather station and housed
the Weather Analvsis Section. The Weather Analysis Section was
administered by the Weather Officer, who was also the senior Air
Weather Service officiazl and Chief of the Meteorological Section.
The Weather Analysis Section interpreted meteorclogical data and
reported its findings to the Chief of the Test Group and Tech-
nical Deputy (29).

Metecorological data were collected by observation stations
located at (29):

Target command post, at the AEC Control Point, NPG
Nellis AFB

Indian Springs AFB, Nevada

Beatty, Nevada

Tonopah, Nevada

Caliente, Nevada

Cedar City, Utah.

Two Air Weather Service personnel, one from LASL and the

other from Kirtland AFB, New Mexico, operated the target command

post station. The roving observer stations at Caliente and Cedar
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Citv were nominally urder the control of the Meteorological
Section but were actually administered by the Test Group
Rediological Safety Section (29).

The Air Support Section, which included a substantial number

of DOD personnel, consisted mostly of personnel from SWC and
Headquarters, USAF. The Assistant Deputy Chief of Staff for
Operations (Atomic Energy), the Air Force official responsible
for nuclear weaponry, went to the NPG to coordinate Air Force
activities (33; 36). It is believed he was the de facto chief of
the Air Support Section.

SWC was created on 1 Descember 1949 to provide air support to
POD, AEC, and Government contractors in nuclear testing programs.
During RANGER, SWC was responsible for dropping the nuclear
devices and providing aserial surveys and courier service. Under
the command of an Air Force general, SWC was located at Kirtland
AFB, New Mexico. A special AEC representative appointed by the
Deputy Test Director maintained AEC liaison with SWC head-
guarters. This representative was responsible for all activities
concerning the arming of the nuclear devices and delivery to SWC
personnel at Kirtland AFB (18; 27).

The SWC units at Operation RANGER were the 4925th Special
Weapons Group and the 4901st Support Wing (Atomic). The 4925th
Special Weapons Group conducted the drop missions and provided
direct suﬁport to LASL, particularly in the area of aerial
radiologichl safety monitoring. The 4901st Support Wing (Atomic)
provided the aircraft and crew for courier operations. The
Strategic Air Command (SAC) supplied an aircraft and crew for
documentary photography, under the operational control of SWC.
Although the SWC air control center was at Nellis AFB, SWC
artivities were staged from Kirtland AFB, Indian Springs AFB, and
the AEC Control Point (3-4).
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Air Force personnel were responsible for cloud sampiing,
cloud tracking, and part of the aerial radiological safety

monitoring. They were from the Strategic Air Command, the Air
Training Command, and the Air Research and Development Command. 1
The Air Weather Service and the Air Force Cambridge Research

Laboratory provided the aircraft and crew for aiir support. The

air control center was located at Nellis AFB, which was also used

as a staging base (13; 25).

2.3.6 Publie Information Office

The Public Information Officer conducted the press and pub-
lic relations program for the test organization. This involved
primarily the dissemination of news releases on the tests and

reports on AEC policies (32).

2.3.7 Communications Group

The Communications Group maintained all communications
systems and facilities. The communications center was located in
the test organization headquarters at Nellis AFB. The Southern
Nevada Telephone Company instelled and maintained the telephone
equipment, while the Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company
installed and maintained the test organization telex and crypto-
teletype systems (32).

2.4 PRINCIPAL RANGER CONTRACTORS

In keeping with the policy set forih by the Atomic Energy
Act of 1946, much of Operation RANGER was carried out by Govern-
ment contractors (1). The Chief, Administrative Services Group,
managed contractor personnel at RANGER. In operational matters,
however, the contractors were directed by the chief of the

appropriate section.
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The principal contraetors at Operation RANGER were (12; 32):

The University of California

Reynolds Electrical and Engineering Company
Sandia Corporation

Edgerton, Germeshausen, and Grier, Inc. (EG&G).

The University of California administered and staffed LASL,
the main planner and implementor of RANGER. The manager of SFOO
supervised the university's activities in its operation of LASL.
REECo constructed and maintained the test facilities at the NPG
and was under the direct supervision of the Chief, Administrative

Services Group (32).

The Test Group employed the services of the Sandia Corpora-
tion and EG&G. The Sandia Corporation, a subsidiary of Western
Electric, assembled some weapon systems components at Kirtland
AFB and conducted some of the RANGER experiments at the NPG.
EG&G's primary functions were to install and operate equipment
for technical photography, obtain yield data, fabricate timing
and firing equipment, and operate nuclear device timing

equipment (32).
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CHAPTER 3

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN
TEST OPERATIONS DURING OPERATION RANGER

Department of Defense participation in Operation RANGER was
minimal in comparison to later test series that involved thou~
sands of DOD personnel. There was no Armed Forces Special
Weapons Project test group at RANGER, although AFSWP representa-
tives were present during the operation. The DOD role was not
expanded until the following series, BUSThR-JANGLE, when the
first Exercise Desert Rock military maneuvers were held. DOD
participetion at RANGER is estimated at 360 individuals, of which
approximately 335 were from the Air Force. These Air Force
personnel were primarily involved in air support activities
associated with some of the scientific experiments.

DOD activities at RANGER may be categorized into four

functions:
® Scientific tests
¢ Air support
¢ Land support
e Observation.

The Scientific Tests Section consisted primarily of scientists
and technicians from the Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory. This
section developed and conducted field experiments to gather
scientific and weapons development data for the Atomic Energy
Commission and the Department of Defense. Air support activities
were the responsibility of the Special Weapons Command and
Headquarters, USAF. These activities includced delivering the
nuclear devices, cloud sampling, cloud tracking, and piloting
aerial survey aircraft. Land support consisted of weather fore-
casting and communicatious security, while observer activities
involved witnessing a nuclear detonaticon (32).
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3.1 SCIENTIFIC TESTS SECTION ACTIVITIES

DOD participation in the Scientific Tests Section involved
at least 12 individuals. Five officers and one civilian employee
worked for the Army Participation Group, an organization
representing the Chief, AFSWP, within the Scientific Tests
Section. The commanding officer of the Army Participation Group
was a lieutenant colonel assigned to the Evans Signal Laboratory.
Three Navy officers, two Army officers, and one Air Force officer
participated in the Scientific Tests Section experiments not
associated with the Army Participation Group (19; 28; 30; 34).

Most non-DOD members of the Scientific Tests Section were
from LASL and the AEC Division of Biology and Medicine. The
remaining non-DOD personnel ceame primarily from EG&G and the

Sandia Corporation.

The Scientific Tests Section conducted 16 experiments*
during RANGER. Eight of these experiments involved DOD
participation:

® Radiochemical Results
® Fractionation of Cloud Particles by Shearing Winds

® Atmospheric Conditions gnd Their Effects on Atomic Clouds
at the Nevada Test Site

*RANGER documents differ on the number of experiments conducted
during the series. These discrepancies can be attributed to the
interlocking and overlapping nature of the experiments. Two
RANGER documents entitled "Program Reports" provide the most
detailed account of these experiments (19; 30).

+Some RANGER documents, written after the conclusion of the
series, refer to the tost area as the Nevada Test Site.
However, this report refers to the test area by its official
name during RANGER, the Nevada Proving Ground.
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® Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications against Gamma
Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb

8 Thermal Effects Program
e Thermal and Ionizing Radiation Measurements
e Analysis of Fireball Growth at RANGER

e Gamma Radiation Exposure as a Function of Distance (19;
30).
Table 3-1 lists the objectives and participating agencies for

these experiments.

DOP participation in the first two experiments, conducted at
all RANGER shots, consisted of collecting cloud samples for sub-
sequent laboratory analysis. The Air Support Section supported
these missions, discussed in section 3.2. The third experiment,
conducted by the Air Weather Service, was an analysis of meieoro-
logical data performed after the completion of RANGER. Members
of the Meteoroclogical Section, who were also 2059th Air Weather
Wing personnel, analyzed weather and cloud-tracking records
collected during the RANGER shots. Their analysis showed that
the development of clouds resulting from the detonations could be
predicted with some certainty based on the weather conditions
(30). This postshot esnalysis was conducted offsite, probably at
Tinker AFB, Oklahoma, the home base of the 2059th Air Weather
Wing.

Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications against Gamma
Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb was conducted at all
RANGER shots by the Army Chemical Center. The cbjective was to
determine the protection afforded by foxholes against gamma radi-
ation emitted by ¢ nuclear airburst (30).

Before the first RANGER detonation, a contractor under the

supervision of the Construction Plans and Test Operations Section
constructed 14 fortifications. The nearest was at ground zero
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Table 3-1: RANGER SCIENTIFIC EXPERIMENTS WITH DOD PARTICIPATION

Participating

Experiment Objective Shots Agencies

Radiochemical Results To analyze radioactive samples taken All LASL
from clouds resuiting from Headquarters, USAF
the detonations AWS

Fractionation of Cloud To analyze the effacts of winds on the All LASL

Particies by Shearing dispersal of clouds resulting from the Headquarters, USAF

Winds detonations AWS

Atmospheric Conditions To analyze the effects of weather on the Ail AWS

and Their Effects on movement of clouds resulting from the

Atomic Clouds at the detonations

Nevada Test Site

Protection Afforded by To determine the protection Al Army Chemicat Canter

Field Fortifications Against afforded by foxholes against gamma

Gamma Radiation from an radiation at the time of a nuclear devica

Air-burst Atomic Bomb detonation

Thesmal Effects Program To obtain data on the thermal hazard of All Office of the Army
nuclear weapons to military equipment of Quartermaster Generat
various miaterials and finishes

Tharmal and Yonizing To collect data on the biological effects of ABLE, Oftice of the

Radiation Measurements gamma and thermal radiation from a nucisar EASY, Surgeon General
detonation BAKER-2, (Army)

FOX

Analysis of Fireball Growth | To analyze the fireball growth and yield All LASL

at RANGER determination recorded by film data

Gamma Radiation Exposure | To measure gamma radiation as a function of AN Sandia Corparation

as & Function of Distance

distance during and immediately following a
nuclear datonation
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and the farthest 1,830 meters from ground zero (30). The
fortifications were of three types: two-man foxholes, prone
shelters, and a one-man foxhole. The ten two-man foxholes were
1.8 meters long, 0.6 meters wide, and 1.2 meters deep. The three
prone shelters were 1.8 meters long, 0.6 meters wide, and 0.6
meters deep. The one-man foxhole was one meter long, 0.6 meters
wide, and 1.2 meters deep (30). Because the so0il in the fortifi-
cation area was rocky and loosely packed, it was first decided to
revet the foxholes completely with sandbags. However, it became
evident that this effort would take too much time, so the fox-
holes were lined with plyvwood and the earth immediately sur-
rounding the lining was wetted dcwn and well-tamped. One foxhole
370 meters west of ground zero was revetted with sandbags (30).

The fortifications were not occupied during any of the
RANGER shots. Film packets placed in the fortifications before
each shot obtained data on the amount of gamma radiation within
the positions. Four film badges were bound together in a packet
and put into a plvwood holder. Each film badge contained two
st.ips of film. The plywood protected the film badges from
thermal radiation and minimized the effects of neutron-induced
radiation that might have been recorded had metal holders been
used (30).

Each prone shelter had ten film packets, while each foxhole
had 15. The packets were attached to the sides of the foxholes
and to stakes in the bottom. The number of fortifications
instrumented with film packets varied from shot to shot, as did
the amount of time required to retrieve the packets. The foxhole
nearest to ground zero was routinely excluded from insFrumenta-
tion, since its proximity to the point of detonation would have
produced a gamma exposure that exceeded the range of the film
badges. One of the two foxholes 1,460 meters from ground zero
also had no film packets because it was thought necessary to
instrument only one (30). The foxhole 1,830 meters from ground
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zero was instrumented only at FOX, the largest of the detona-
ticns, Two officers from the Army Chemical Center and one
officer from the Army Corps of Engineers placed and retrieved the
film packets (28; 30; 34).

The Thermal Effects Program was conducted at all RANGER
shots, primarily by the Office of the Quartermaster General
(Army). The program objective was tc obtain data on the thermal
hazard of nuclear weapons to military equipment of various
materials and finishes (30). Before each shot, participants
placed 48 panels, all supporting over 100 samples of textiles,
plastics, and wood, in the shot area. For Shots EASY and
BAKER-2, they also displayed four metal plaques, each with more
than 100 samples of material. They positioned the panels and
plagues in foxholes and on the ground 680 to 4,600 meters west of
ground zero. The panels and plaques belonged not only to the
Office of the Quartermaster General, but also to the Naval
Material Laboratory, Brooklyn, New York; the Naval Radiological
Defense Laboratory, San Francisco, California; and the National
Bureau of Staundards, Washington, D.C. An officer of the Army
Quartermaster Corps from Camp Lee, Virginia, placed and retrieved
the panels and plaques (28; 30; 34).

Thermal and Ionizing Radiation Measurements was conducted at
Shots ABLE, EASY, BAKER-2, and FOX by the Office of the Surgeon

General (Army). The objectives were to:

® Collect data on the degree of biological burns produced
by nuclear thermal radiation and correlate these data
with flashburn experiments

¢ Determine the intensity and quality of the initial gamma
radiation from a nuclear detonation at distances where

the combined effects of thermal and ionizing injury could
have serious biological consequences

e Determine the time rate of delivery of thermal dosage
from the nuclear bombt (303,
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One civilian under contract to the Office of the Surgeon
General (Army) conducted the first phase of the experiment by

placing five plywood panels containing 14 different textile
fabrics at distances of 2,740, 2,290, 1,830, 1,460, and 1,280
meters west of ground zero for Shot ABLE. Each fabric panel was

displayed with a separate stake panel consisting of plywood
backing and a front of heat-sensitive paper and two grades of
white paper. The fabric panels were used as test panels, while

stake panels were used as thermal radiation detectors. After the
detonation, the civilian retrieved all panels (28; 30).

The same participant measured g mma radiation with
25-roentgen and 100-roentgen Victoreen bakelite thimble ion
chambers enclosed in aluminum capsules and surrounded by various
thicknesses of lead sheets. He placed 21 ion chambers in fox-
holes and in the open for Shots EASY, BAKER-2, and FOX and
retrieved the chambers after each shot (30).

At ABLE, BAKER-2, and FOX, this civilian used a turntable
ccated with heat-sensitive paper to determine the time rate of
delivery of thermal radiation (30). He placed the turntable in
the test area before the shot and retrieved it after the

detonation.

Analysis of Fireball Growth was conducted by LASL at all
RANGER shots. The objective was to analyze the fireball growth
and yield determination by studying film from cameras ai photo-
graphy stations 3.2 kilometers southeast and northeast of ground
zero., A special LASL group, consisting of three LASL civilian
employees, one Army officer, one Navy officer, and one Air Force
officer, retrieved film from the photography stations after each
shot and returned the film to Los Alamos for analysis (19; 28).
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Gamma Radiation Exposure as a Function of Distance was
conducted at all RANGER shots by the Sandia Corporation. 1Its
cbjective was to measure gamma radiation as a function of
distance during and immediately following a nuclear detonation.

Forty-one film badges were placed at 90-meter intervals from
ground zero along the West Access Road and the Scuth Access Road.
One film badge was positioned at ground zero. To measure
neutron-induced activity, film badges were also placed in lead
cylinders with ten-centimeter thick walls along the West Access
Road 270, 550, 820, 1,100, and 1,370 meters from ground zero. To
measure the fraction of initial gamma radiation reaching the film
badges, the badges w.ire placed in "mousetrap gadgets" (devices
designed to shield the film badges from residual radiation) 460,
910, and 1,830 meters from ground zero along the West Access Road
(30).

All film badges were recovered for Shots ABLE, BAKER, EASY,
and BAKER-2. At Shot FOX, however, six film badges located
within 180 meters of ground zero could not be recovered. At all
shots, personnel began recovering film badges within one to two
hours after the detonation and finished within five to six hours.
Military participants inveolved in the placement and recovery of
the film badges included one Navy officer from Field Command,
AFSWP; one Navy officer from LASL; and one officer from the Army
Corps of Engineers. Three civilian Sandia Corporation emplovees
also participated in the experiment (28; 30; 34).

Specific details concerning personnel activities during this
experiment have not been documented, but one report states that
the Navy officer from Field Command, AFSWP, placed and retrieved
film badges 370 and 730 meters from ground zero aiong the West
Access Road (34).
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3.2 AIR SUPPORT ACTIVITIES

Both the Special Weapons Command and Headquarters, USAF,
played a major support role in Operation RANGER. SWC, based at
Kirtland AFB, dropped the nuclear devices and directed aerial
documentary photography, courier service, and part of the aerial
surveying. The SWC activities were staged from four locations:
Kirtland AFB, Indian Springs AFB, Nellis AFB, and the AEC Control
Point. Headquarters, USAF, coaducted cloud sampling, cloud
tracking, and aerial survey missions. The Air Force was also
involved in sampling activities for the Atomic Energy Detection

System (AEDS), which monitored worldwide radioactivity from the
RANGER dévices (2-4; 13; 25; 32).

The principal SYC unit involved in the series was the 4925th
Special Weapons Group. Its purpose was to execute drop missions
and to provide direct support, particularly aerial surveying, to
the Test Director. To support the 4925th Special Weapons Group,
the 4901st Support Wing (Atomic) provided the aircraft and crews
for courier service (2-4).

Headquarters, USAF, personnel were aided in their responsi-
bilities by SAC, the Air Training Command, and the Air Research
and Development Command. The Air Weather Service and the Air
Force Cambridge Research Laboritory, in providing cloud-sampling
and cloud-tracking services for Headquarters, USAF, supplied the
aircraft and crews for air operations and ground and maintenance
personnel for their respective aircraft (13; 25).

The air operations building was at Nellis AFB. Both SWC and
Headquarters, USAF, maintained their air control centers there.
Although administered separately, the two air control centers
were both supervised by the Assistant Deputy Chief »>f Staff for
Operations (Atomic Energy) from Headquarters, USAF (32-33).
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According to an Air Force officer who participated at
RANGER, 122 Air Force personnel were assigned to SWC activities
during RANGER (38). Participants supervised by Headquarters,
USAF, minus the offsite AEDS personnel, numbered 124 (38).

DOD participation in air support activities involved the
foliowing Air Force organizations (2-4; 13; 21; 25; 32):

e Headquarters, USAF

® Air Research and Development Command

® Air Training Command

® Strategic Air Command

® Air Force Security Service

® Air Weather Service

e Air Force Cambridge Research Laboratory
e 4901st Support Wing (Atomic) (SWC)

e 4925th Special Weapons Group (SWC)

® 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range)
Weather

e 1009th Special Weapons Squadron.

Table 3-2 shows DOD participation in air sur rt missions,
indicating type of aircraft, unit of origin, 1d staging base.

3.2.1 Delivery of the Nuclear Devices

The drop aircraft for all five nuclear detonations was a
B-50 operating out of Kirtland AFB with a crew of 11 from the

4925tk Special Weapons Group and possibly a LASL scientist.
After the nuclear device was assembled and transported to

Kirtland AFB by representatives of the Sandia Corporation, SWC
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Table 3-2: DCD PARTICIPATION IN RANGER AIFR SUPPORT MISSIONS

TYDF. OF NUMBER OF UNIT STAGING
MISSION AIRCRAFT AIRCRAFT OF ORIGIN BASE
Airdrop B-50 4925th Special Kirtland AFB
Weapons Group
Photography B-50 SAC Kirtland AFB
Emergency C-47 4925th Special Kirtland AFB
Weapons Group
Cloud Sampling B-29 374th Recon Nellis AFB
Squadron (VLR)
Weather
Cloud Tracking B-29 374th Recon Nellis AFB
Squadron (VLR)
Weather
B-29 374th Recon McClellan AFB
Squadron (VLR)
Weather
Aerial
Surveying H-13 4925th Special AEC Control
Weapons Group Point
H-19 4925th Special AEC Control
Weapons Group Point
C-47 Air Weather Nellis AFB
Service
B-17 Air Force Nellis AFB
Cambridge
Research
Laboratory
Courier Service B-25 4901st Support Indian Springs
Wing (Atomic) AFB
Atomic Energy B-29 Air Weather Barksdale AFB,
Detection Service Robins AFB
System
B-29 Air Weather Air Force
Service bases in Alaska,
Guam, Japan, and
Saudl Arabie
*Unknown
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ground personnel loaded it, without the nuclear capsule, into the

aircraft. LASL personnel delivered the nuclear capsule to SWC
about 45 minutes before takeoff (4).

The departure of the B-50 was planned so that the aircraft
would be in the vicinity of ground zero about two hours before
the drop. The aircraft flew at an altitude of 14,000 feet from
Kirtland AFB to Indian Springs AFB. Upon reaching Indian Springs
AFB, the B-50 descended to 10,000 feet and proceeded north of
ground zero, where the nuclear capsule was inserted. The
aircraft then climbed to the bombing height* and made practice
runs in a holding pattern. After approval was radioed to the
drop aircraft, it began its bomb run and released the device.

Its mission completed, the B-50 returned to Kirtland AFB (4).

The drop aircraft was accompanied on its mission by two air-
craft from Kirtland AFB, a B-50 and a C-47. A SAC crew of 11
operated the B-50, equipped with photographic equipment. (While
SWC had operaticnal control, the Strategic Air Command provided
the aircraft, crew, and ground and maintenance support personnel
for aerial documentary photography.) The B-50 left Kirtland at
approximately the same time as the drop aireraft for all shots
except BAKER-2, when the SAC photography aircraft was grounded
because of a fuel leak. The B-50 followed the drop aircraft at
an altitude of 16,000 feet to the ground zero area. During the
practice and bombing runs of the drop aircraft, the photography
: aircraft remained five to six kilometers behind and 2,000 feet
above the drop aircraft to obtain a vantage point from which to
photograph the dropping of the device. After completing its
mission, the photography aircraft returned to Kirtland AFB.
Figure 3-1 shows the flight path of the strike aircraft and the
SAC photography aircraft in the vicinity of ground zero (4).

A s e

*Bombing height was 19,700 feet above the ground for all shots

except FOX, for which the bombing height was 29,700 feet above
ground (12; 27).
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Figure 3-1: FLIGHT PATH OF DROP AIRCRAFT AND
SAC DOCUMENTARY AIRCRAFT
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Because of AEC concern for safety and security, a C-47
disaster assistance aircraft was available in case of emergency.
The C-47 had a disaster team of ten and a crew of four from the
4925th Special Weapons Group. This aircraft left Kirtland AFB
and followed the path of the drop aircraft at 12,000 feet to the
vicinity of Las Vegas. It then descended to 10,000 feet and flew
a holding pattern until the drop aircraft completed its mission
over the NPG. The C-47 then returned to Kirtland AFB (4).

3.2.2 Cloud Sampling

An important objective of Operation RANGER was obtaining
samples of fission products from nuclear detonations so that the
vield and efficiency of the nuclear devices could be determined.
The task of collecting samples of particulate and gaseous debris
from the clouds formed by the detonations was the responsibility
of Headquarters, USAF. The sampling missions gave the Air Force
a chance to use manned sampling aircraft for the first time on a
routine basis. During the Pacific series before RANGER, LASL
collected cloud samples using drone aircraft. Since a drone
operation could not be fielded to meet the RANGER test schedule,
LASL reluctantly decided not to gather cloud samples for chemical
analysis. Headquarters, USAF, however, concluded that manned
cloud sampling was safe and feasible after studying the results
of sampling experiences at Operation SANDSTONE in 1948 when
manned aircraft accidentally penetrated the cloud. When LASL
learned that the Air Force was conducting cloud sampling at
RANGER, it asked for a share of the sampling fil)ter papers.

Headquarters, USAF, agreed (38). These filter papers provided
LASL with information to complete two of the Scientific Tests
Section experiments discussed in section 3.1: Radiochemical
Results and Fractionation of Cloud Particles by Shearing Winds.
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To collect samples, two B-29s, each with ten crewmen from
the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range) Weather,
operated out of Nellis AFB (13; 21; 25). Each cloud sampler
aircraft was equipped with two impact filter paper collectors,
approximately 21 centimeters by 25 centimeters. These collectors
were mounted in boxes, one on top of the fuselage behind the
wing, and the other on the bottom of the fuselage forward of the
tail skid (34). '

As a safety precaution, the cloud-sampling aircrew was
directed to depressurize their aircraft as it entered the nuclear
cloud to prevent the intake of contaminated air. After
depressurization, the aircrew was directed to breathe 100 percent
oxygen and not to eat, drink, or smoke until after they exited
from the aircraft. All personnel ahoard the aircraft wore oxygen
masks and regular flight gear., The radiological safety monitor,
who was part of the crew, was in the front of the aircraft and
was equipped with two ion chamber instruments, two Geiger-Mueller
radiacs, and continuous recording ratemeters connected to the
collecting filters (34; 38).

The sampler aircraft left Nellis AFB approximately three
hours before shot-time to make and report weather observations in
the test area to the Chief of the Test Group. After the
detonation, the aircraft followed the cloud until enough time had
elapsed to permit diffusion of the fission products which varied
with the shot. Next, the aircraft flew through various parts of
the cloud collecting samples. The aircraft then returned to
Nellis AFB with the samples (13; 25). From Nellis AFB, the Air
Force samples went to McClellan AFB to be analyzed by Tracerlab,
a Government contractor. LASL's share of the samples was
analyzed at Los Alamos (13; 25; 38).
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3.2.3 Cloud Tracking

Cloud tracking at RANGER served two purposes: to plot the
course of the clouds resulting from the detonations and to help
the Civil Aeronautics Administration divert commercial aircraft
from the cloud path. A B-29, with a crew of 11 from the 374th
Recorinaissance Squadron (VLR) Weather, conducted the cloud
tracking during Operation RANGER. The B-29, instrumented with
scintillation counter equipment and radiac survey devices, left
Nellis AFB about two hours before the detonation to be sure the
aircraft was fully operational (38). The tracker aircraft was
also egquipped with filter n»naper holders that permitted filter
papers to be changed periodically during the missions. These
filter papers used for sampling were taken to McClellan AFB for
analysis by Tracerlab (38). The aircraft flew in the proximity
of the cloud but did not come into contact with the e¢loud. The
crev tracked the cloud visually for four to six hours and then

continued the tracking, using instruments (13; 25).

This phase of the tracking mission usually took 12 hours.
Thereafter, the initial cloud-tracking aircraft, which by then
had almost exhausted its fuel supply, was replaced by another
B-29 from McClellan AFB with a crew of 11 from the same squadron.
This aircraft tracked the cloud up to the specified 1,000-kilo-
meter limit and then returned to McClellan AFB (13; 25).

3.2.4 Aerial Surveys

Following each nuclear event, several support aircraft made
low-altitude radiological surveys of the terrain in and around
the Nevada Proving Ground. These surveys helped determine when
ground parties could safely enter the test area after the shot
and helped assure the safety of personnel in the surrounding
areas. Both SWC and Headquarters, USAF, provided aerial
surveying support. SWC used two helicopters manned with crews
from the 4925th Special Weapons Group. One H-5 helicopter,

57




o s

stationed at Nellis AFB, was under the control of the Test Group
Radiological Safety Section., This aircraft was not used during
RANGER (4).

;
|

An H-13 helicopter with two crewmen and an H-12 helicopter

with three crewmen were directed from the AEC Control Point.
5 Approximately 40 to 50 minutes after the detonation, these two
helicopters, with monitors abourd, flew to the ground zero area
to survey the area. The monitors measured the intensity of
radioactivity at the landing strip at Frenchman Flat and at the
various scientific stations located around ground zero. After
the area was opened for recovery operations, LASL and contractor
personnel were transported by vehicle to the scientific stations,
and the two B-25 courier aircraft from Indian Springs AFB landed
at the Frenchman Flat airstrip. The H-13 helicopter then
conducted aerial surveys for the Radiological Safety Section,
while the H-19 helicopter delivered scientific data to the third
courier aircraft waiting at Iadian Springs AFB (4). The H-13
helicopter also assisted in delivering scientific data to Indian
Springs AFB.

Headquarters, USAF, directed an aerial survey of terrain
outside the immediate area of ground zero, particularly areas
outside the test site boundaries. To accomplish this, the Air
Weather Service used a C-47 and a B-17., The Air Weather Service
C-47 had a crew of six. The B-17 from the Aii Force Cambridge
Research Laboratory had nine crewmen (13; 25).

These two aircraft left Nellis AFB at shot-time and
proceeded to their assigned areas approximately one hour after
the detonation. For the first two shots, the aircraft flew
survey patterns planned by the AEC. The aircraft flew down
indicated roads at low altitudes and radioced monitoring informa-
tion to ground surveying teams. Because this method was

unproductive, the Air Force developed a grid pattern for the
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remaining three shots. A grid was drawn to include a very large
area downwind from ground zero. The aircraft then flew at low
altitudes, monitoring the terrain and radioing the intensities of
radioactivity to the Headquarters, USAF, Control Center at Nellis
AFB, using the grid coordinates as a reference. A large map of
Nevada, Utah, Arizona, and California, in the Control Center, was
marked with grids and covered with acetate so that the radiation
readings of the aerial survey aircraft could be posted by
location with a grease pencil as they made their reports. The
Chief of the Test Group used this display to track the pattern of
the fallout. The surveying missions were usually completed
within two to four hours, and the aircraft returned to Nellis AFB
(13; 25; 38).

3.2.5 Courier Service

The purpose of the SWC courier service was to deliver cloud
samples and experimental material from RANGER research projects
to laboratory facilities. Three B-25 aircraft, operated by
personnel from the 4901st Support Wing (Atomic), transported
scientific data, samples, and instrumentation from the test site
to Kirtland AFB. There, the data and materials were transferred
to a commercial carrier, CARCO, for delivery to LASL. The three
courier planes, each with five crewmen from the 4901st Air
Support Wing (Atomic), operated from Indian Springs AFB. A LASL
courier was also aboard each aircraft (2-4).

After the area immediately surrounding ground zero was
opened for reentry, two of the B-25s left Indian Springs AFB for
the landing strip at Frenchman Flat. There they picked up
scientific samples and instrumentation from LASL personnel and
took off for Kirtland AFB. The third B-25 remained at Indian
Springs AFB until helicopters had brought the scientific material
from the test site. After the cloud-sampling aircraft returned
to Nellis AFB, the third B-.25 left Indian Springs AFB and flew to
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Nellis AFB to pick up the LASL cloud samples. It then flew to
Kirtland AFB (2-4).

In case the CARCO aircraft was forced to abort its courier
mission, SWC kept a C-45 standing by at Kirtland AFB, so that the
delivery of scientific data and samples to LASL would not be

interrupted. This standby aircraft was never used (2-4).

3.2.6 Atomic Energy Detection System Activities

To monitor atmospheric radiocactivity in the United States
and throughout the world, the Air Force maintained a network of
ground filter stations and cloud sampler aircraft. The objec-
tives of the AEDS were to (13; 25):

e Provide the Government with an indicatior of the

atmospheric radiocactivity over the continental United
States

® Detect fallout from possible Soviet nuclear tests.

During Operation RANGER, the AEDS maintained a control
center at the Headquarters, USAF, control center at Nellis AFB.
Five Air Force officers from the 1009th Special Weapons Squadron
probably manned the AEDS control center (28). The AEDS control
center coordinated operations with its field units, including
ground filter squadrons staffed by elements of the 1009th Special
Weapons Squadron at Wright-~Patterson AFB, Ohio; Tinker AFB,
Oklahoma; Rapid City AFB, South Dakota; and Offutt AFB, Nebraska.
The Air Weather Service provided five B-29 sampler aircraft with
a crew of 12 each for special vector flights from Barksdale AFB,
Louisiana, and Robins AFB, Georgia. Their mission was to analyze
the path of the nuclear contamination in areas outside the
continental United States. The AEDS also maintained ground
filter stations and cloud sampler aircraft in Alaska, Japan,
Guam, and Saudi Arabia (13; 25).
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AEDS operations for the RANGER devices began soon after each
detonation. Ground filter stations operated on a 24-hour basis
and changed filter papers every six hours. Filters were then
sent to Tracerlab for analysis. At the AEDS control center,
personnel of the 1009th Special Weapons Squadron determined the
probable location and altitude of the cloud as it drifted away
from the Nevada Proving Ground. The 1009th Special Weapons
Squadron liaison officers at Barksdale AFB and Robins AFB
notified the Air Weather Service of these determinations (13;
25).

The Air Weather Service then dispatched the B-29 samplers to
intercept the cloud. Upon return from each mission, the filter
papers were sent to the 1009th Special Weapons Squadron Western
Field Office at McClellan AFB for further laboratory analysis by
Tracerlab (13).

Because of wind conditions at the time of detonation, the
clouds from Shots ABLE and BAKER were expected to leave the
continental United States and circle the globe. AEDS B-29
sampler aircraft, provided and manned by the Air Weather Service
and operating from overseas bases, detected fission products over
the Far East (13; 25; 38).

3.3 LAND SUPPORT ACTIVITIES

DOD participation in land support activities at Operation
RANGER involved two functions: operations of the Air Weather
Service as part of the Test Group Meteorological Section and the
operations of Air Force personnel involved in communications
security. Although the documentation is not specific on this
point, it is believed that the Security Group supervised
communications security (22-23). ’
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3.3.1 Air Weather Service

In addition to supplying aircraft and crews for missions,
the Air Weather Service also participated in other RANGER
activities. The Test Group Meteorology Section, which provided
the Chief of the Test Group with weather data necessary for
scheduling the detonations, was staffed primarily by members of
the 2059th Air Weather Wing from Tinker AFB, Oklahoma. Thirty-
three of the 58 Air Weather Service personnel assigned to the
Meteorology Section came from the 2059th Air Weather Wing.
Twenty members of the Metzorology Section were from Air Force

facilities throughout the United States (29):

Facility Personnel
Lowry AFB, Colorado 2
Edwards AFB, California 6
Andrews AFB, Maryland 3
Castle AFB, California i
Long Beach AFB, California 1
March AFB, California 1
Davis-Monthan AFB, Arizona 1
Nellis AFB, Nevada 3
Kirtland AFB, New Mexico 1

Air Weather Service Headquarters,
Washington, D.C. 1

In addition, two Air Force weather specialists assigned to LASL
and one assigned to the Dugway Proving Ground in Utah partici-

pated in the Meteorological Section,

Air Weather Service activities were divided between the
Nellis AFB Weather Station, headquarters for the Meteorology




Seetion, and seven field stations. Forty-four of the 56 Air
Weather Service personnel were at (29):

Facility Personnel
Nellis AFB Weather Station 19
Beatty, Nevada, Observation Station 14
Nellis AFB OUbservation Station 11

The remaining 12 personnel were at the following stations
(29):

Facility Personnel

AEC Contrcl Point Station

Observation Station, Tonopah, Nevada
Observation Station, Indian Springs AFB
Roving Observation Stastion, Caliente, Nevada

NN W W N

Roving Observation Station, Cedar City, Utah

The regular Nellis AFB Weather Station staff supported the
Metcorology Section by assigning 24 individuals to work on fore-
casting for RANGER. Also, the 9th Weather Squadron from Marcn
AFB, California, supported the Meteorology Section with five
participants (29).

The Nellis AFB Weather Station and seven field stations
collected the data and made weather forecasts, which were
presented (o the Chief of the Test Group and Technical Advisor at
briefings held daily at 1300 and 2000 hours, and aiso at 0300
hours on shot-days. The briefings, which took place at Nellis
AFB, were very important since the decision to detonate a device
on chedule depended on weather conditions (29; 38). With the
exception of two participants at the AEC Control Point station,
one from LASL, and one from Kirtland AFB, all Air Weather Service
personnel involved in Operation RANGER were located offsite (29).
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3.3.2 Security Group

Security functions at RANGER were the responsibility of the
AEC test organization Security Group. Most security personnel
were drawn from LASL and the Sandia Base (32). The only
documented DOD participation in security at RANGER involved an
estimated 30 Air Force personnel who had been sent to Nellis AFB
from Brooks AFB, Texas, and McClellan AFB, California. They were
used to ensure the security of the communications system of the
test organization, located at Nellis AFB (22-23).

3.4 OBSERVERS

The purpose of inviting observers to the RANGER detonations
was to demonstrate the AEC's ability to conduct safe nuclear
testing within the continental United States. The AEC invited
influential political figures, especially members of Congress, to
accompany AEC and high-ranking military officials in witnessing
the RANGER detonations. On shot-day, the observers were given an
orientation lecture at the AEC Las Vegas office before being
driven by bus to the NPG. There they were escorted by Security
Group personnel to an observation area, where they witnessed the
detonation. The observation area was located approximately 400
meters south of the AEC Control Point (12; 32).

The total number of observers at RANGER was 156 (32). Film
badge data, however, have definitely identified only one high-
ranking military observer: the brigadier general who was the AEC
Director of Militeary Appligation (28). A Marine officer assigned
to LASL and a Navy officef assigned to the U.S. Public Health
Service might also have been obscrvers at RANGER, but there is no

proof of this. It is documented, however, that these two men
were at RANGER (28).




CHAPTER 4

RAD1ATION PROTECTION AT OPERATION RANGER

The Atomic Energy Commission initiated radiological safety
programs to protect RANGER participants from the ionizing
radiation produced by the nuclear detonations. The AEC also
developed radiological safety programs to protect the general
public residing in surrounding offsite areas. The programs
included ground and serial surveys to determine the extent of
radiocactive fallout in offsite areas. This chapter discusses

v o T e

these radiological safety procedures and the personnel responsi-
‘ ble for and involved with the procedures.

4.1 RADIATION PROTECTION FOR DOD PARTICIPANTS

) The Radiological Safety Scction was responsible for

radiological safety operations during Operation RANGER. The ;
Deputy Test Directcr, who was assigned by the Chief of the Test i
Group, administered the section.

¢ The operational responsibilities of the Radiological Safety E
1 Section included:
|

® Providing radiological safety and orientation to
, personnel at the test site

Monitoring consite and offsite areas for radioactive
fallout

Acquiring information concerning the effects of :
nuclear weapons

® Acquiring knowledge to help determine the feasi-
bility of future nuclear weapons test programs

within the continental United States, specifically
at the Nevada Proving Ground

! ® Educating and informing the general public about the
! nuclear weapons teost program.
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The Radiological Safety Section worked within exposure
guidelines recommended by the AEC., Individual exposures were
routinely limited to 3.0 roentgens. Single exposures of up to
3.0 roentgens were permitted, but only when the exposure could
not be avoided in performing a necessary duty. The individual
receiving this exposure would then be prohibited from any
activity that m:ght lead to additional exposure. For those
personnel who were scheduled to participate in Operation
GREENHOUSE, the exposure limit was 2.0 roentgens (16; 34).

4,1.1 Organization

The Radiological Safety Section inciuded personnel from the
AEC, the Army Corps of Engineers, and the Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory. Figure 4-1 shows the organizational structure of
this group, and the table below indicates the numbers of

participants (16):

FARTICIPANTS IN THE RADIOLOGICAL SAFETY SECTION

LASL 40
AEC Protective Services 6
AEC Emergency Monitors 17
Army Corps of Engineers _6

TOTAL 69

One of the 40 LASL personnel was the Deputy Test Director.
Seven of the group held military rank, but, with the exception of
one Air Force enlisted man, their service affiliation is unknown.
Headquarters, USAF, and the Air Weather Service provided aircraft
and aerial support services for the Radiological Safety Section

(16; 28).

66



s AETTETEA AT TR s o n TR aReme 3| o

NOILVZINVOHO NOLLI3S AL34VS TVIIDOTOIOVY L¥ einbiy

230404 MY
sishjeuy 1snQ NGO uosier} g Susjo
6
uofeuALNISY| cﬂ_ﬂ_wmwumn““ uonenoeal suoneisdQ ABojosoarew M“ﬂ..sk M“m Aydeng

|

1

]

13010 Aajes

SUONEIUNWWOY) 1sAlRUY — \eo1BojoIpeY |eo1paw
01081Qq 1581 182440
Andeq 8ANNOAX]

soyenq 1se)




The Radiological Safety Section headquarters at Nellis AFB
contained the communication center, storage and maintenance rooms
for all monitoring equipment and instruments, a radio repair
shop, and office space for the Test Director and his staff.
Onsite headquarters for the section was in the Control Point
building which housed the onsite monitors and their equipment.
Their living quarters were at Indian Springs AFB. Members of the
various mobile offsite teams were established in outlying
communities, Communications among all groups were by telephone,
teletype, and radio. Radio alone proved unreliable because of
the distance involved and the irregularities of the terrain (16).

The motor pool at Nellis AFB provided transportation.
Eighteen vehicles, including jeeps, sedans, and pickups, were
used to transport radiological safety personnel to and from the
test area. These vehicles were also used to conduct ground
surveys of the test area following a nuclear detonation (16).

4.1.2 Protective Equipment and Personnel Dosimetry

The main responsibility of the Radiological Safety Secticn
was to ensure the radiological safety of RANGER participants by
minimizing their exposure to radiation. The section adopted AEC
guidelines to control both external and internal exposure.

Radiological safety personnel stationed at the Control Point
issued protective clothing, film badges, and other necessary
supplies and instruments to personnel entering the test area (16).
Each participant was issued a film badge, a pocket dosimeter,
coveralls, booties, and gloves. Booties and gloves were seaied
to coveralls with masking tape. Respirators were issued to the
radiological safety team that made the initial survey. If
radiation intensities in the test area were 0.002 roentgens per
hour (R/h) or greater, as reported by the initial ground survey,

the personnel at the Control Point gave respirators tc personnel
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entering the area (16). Individuals leaving the test area were . i
required to return this clothing and equipment to radiological
safety personnel at the Control Point. The protective clothing i
and respirators were laundered and cleaned, and the film badges

were sent to LASL for processing (34).

Exposure records were maintained for personnel who entered
the test area. Personnel leaving the test area turned in pocket

dosimeters and film badges to radiclogical safety personnel at
the Control Point. The dosimeter reading for each individual was
recorded on his cumulative exposure card. Pocket dosimeter
readings were used to monitor an individual's exposure initially,
since it took several days for the film badge results to come
back from LASL (16). When the film badge data arrived, they were
also recorded on the individual's exposure card (37).

Although the report of the Radiological Safety Section (16)
indicates that no exposures exceeded the 3.0 roentgen limit at
RANGER, film badge records indicate that three individuals
received more than 3.0 roentgens. One participant, with an
exposure of 3.4 roentgens, was from the Office of the Chief of
Engineers. The other two were Navy personnel from AFSWP and
Joint Task Force 7. Their exposures were 5.32 and 3.21
roentgens, respectively (14; 28).

Ground personnel removing filter paper samples from sampling

aircraft took special precautions to minimize and control expo-
sure t¢ gamma and beta radiation. They used long-handled tongs

to remove and transfer the filter paper samples from the aircraft

L R

to the carryving case. Each member of the sample removal team
wore two film badges, one on his shirt pocket and the other on
the cuff at his wrist. He also wore protective clothing,
including coveralls, rubber gloves, booties, caps, and a
respirator (16).
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4.1.3 Onsite and Offsite Monitoring Operations

Weeks before the first detonation, Air Weather Service
crews made routire observations of the lower and upper air
movements at the test site and surrounding area. Mobile teams of
monitors surveyed both onsite and offsite areas to determine
background levels of radiation. The monitoring teams used
several types of survey meters to measure beta and gamma
radiation levels in onsite and offsite areas. Some of the
detectors were tihe T1B Ion Chamber, the Victoreen 263A, and the
National Technical Lab MX-5 (16). The monitoring teams alsoc took

water samples from Lake Mead as part of this preliminary
monitoring procedure (16).

Onsite Monitoring Operations

Monitors conducted ground surveys from several minutes to
several hours after each detonation. The initial survey party
probably consisted of three or four men with a two-way radio and
radiation survey meters, who entered the shot area and took
radiation intensity readings at predetermined distances from
ground zero. The team radioed this information to the Control
Point. Monitors resurveyed the shot area at various times after
each detonation (16). Onsite monitoring operations were pbased at
Indian Springs AFB, but the monitoring teams operated from the
Control Point, 13 kilometers south of ground zero. Monitoring
teams and other personnel entered the test area from this point
(16). The Control Point was not in the path of anyv fallout
generated by the detonations. Although Radiological Safety
Section personnel did rot prepare isointensity maps of the RANGER
detonations at the time of the operation, maps Lased on recon-

structed radiation intensity data are available and are included
in the shot chapters of this volume (17).
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Offsite Monitoring Operations

Monitoring teams also surveyed areas outside the NPG., Five
to ten teams, each consisting of three men in a radio-equipped
vehicle, surveyed to a distance of 320 kilométers from ground
zero (16; 34). They were ir radio and telephone contact with
radiological safety headquarters at Nellis AFB and with radio-
logical safety personnel at the test site. Before each shot,
they determined background radiation levels in the regions where
forecasts indicated that the cloud would pass. They continued to
monitor these regions for radiation as the cloud passed over
their locations (345.

The offsite ground monitoring teams were usually supported
by two aircraft, a C-47 from the Air Weath=r Service and a B-~17
from the Air Force Cambridge Research Laboratory. The aircraft,
which were airborne at the time of each detonation, surveyed the
terrain and tracked the cloud resulting from the detonation as it
moved away from ground zero. Information on the cloud path was
also radioced to radiological safety headquarters at Nellis AFB
and to the radiological safety Control Point at the test site.
This information was then used to guide ground monitoring teams

to specific areas in the cloud's path (16; 34).

4.1.4 Decontamination

The Radiological Safety Section was responsible for the
decontamination of all personnel, vehicles, and helicopters
participating in Operation RANGER. The group conducted
decontamination operations at a station 30 meters from the
Control Point building. Personnel and vehicles leaving the test
area were required to report to this station and be checked for
radiocactive contamination. If gamma readings greater than 0.007
R/h were registered on the surface of vehicles or outer garments

of personnel, decontamination procedures were instituted (16).
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Personnel

Radiological safety personnel cleaned surface contamination
from participants arriving at the decontamination station. They
used an industrial vacuum clcaner to remove much of the dust and
dirt from the surface of the garments. Test participants then
removed respirators arnd protective clothing, turned in their film
badges and pocket dosimeters, and were checked for radioactive
contamination. If readings of 0.007 R/h or more were found, the
individual was required to remove all clothing and take a shower.
After showering, the individual again was monitored. When
radiation readings were less than 0.002 R/h on the skin surface,
he was issued fresh clothing and released.

During the time between Shots BAKER and EASY, one incident
of contamination of SWC personnel was reported. On 30 January, a
helicopter with two courier aircraft crewmen landed at Frenchman
Flat to inspect the dry lake landing strip. It had snowed
earlier, and SWC personnel feared the lake might be too soft for
landing operations. The trip proved that the lake was satis-
factory for operations. While checking the lake area, however,
the two crewmen also "kicked around in some of the damper spots
of the lake bed, not knowing at th2 time that these wet spots
were highly radioactive" (2). Upon re-urning to the Control
Point, the men were surveyed and decontaminated after radio-
activity was found on the shoes of one of the crewmen (2).

Vehicles

Vehicles were parked in designated areas adjacent to the
decontamination station. A team of radiological safety personnel
monitored the vehicles for radioactivity and decontaminated them
if radiation readings of 0.007 R/h or higher were detected. To
clean the vehicles, they used the same type of vacuum cleaner
used to decontaminate personnel. They vacuumed all surfaces,
including running boards, floorboards, and under-surfaces of

fenders. They then resurveyed the vehicles. If the vehicles
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were still contaminated, they washed and rinsed them. When
radiation intensities were reduced to less than 0.007 R/h, they
returned the vehicles to service. For the later RANGER-shots,
the rented civilian vehicles were given an industrial steam
cleaning to ensure removal of all radiation before being returned
to civilian use. Decontamination personnel used a portable steam
generator and sprayer for the steam-cleaning operation (16; 34).

Aircraft

Decontamination of the aircraft used in cloud sampling,
aerial surveys, and cloud tracking was the responsibility of two
teams fror Headquarters, USAF. Two five-man teams surveyed and
decontaminated the aircraft after each mission. Each team member

wore a film badge and protective clothing.

After landing at Nellis AFB, the aircraft taxied to a
designated area. Decontamination teams surveyed the aircraft to
determine the initial level of contamination. They washed and
rinsed contaminated aircraft before resurveying them. If
radiation levels greater than 0.007 R/h were detected, they again
washed the aircraft using a specially formulated detergent. This
procedure was repeated until radioactivity on the aircraft had
decreased to 0.007 R/h 731; 34),
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CHAPTER 5

DOSIMETRY FOR DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
PERSONNEL AT OPERATION RANGER

This chapter summarizes the data available as of February
1982 on the radiation doses received by Department of Defense
personnel during their participation in various military and
scientific activities during Operation RANGER. This information
is based on research that identified the participants, their unit
of assignment, and their doses.

5.1 PARTICIPATION DATA

The identity of participants was determined from several F
sources:

® The report of the Radiclogical Safety Officer provided 1
information about the radiological safety personnel and E
programs at RANGER (16).

® Weapons test reports for AFSWP and other scientific
projects often identified personnel, units, and
organizaticns that participated in RANGER.

® After-action reports, security rosters, and vehicle-
loading rosters identified some participants.

® Morning reports, unit diaries, and muster rolls
identified personnel assigned to participating units,
absent from their home units, or in transient status for
the purpose of participating in a nuclear weapons test.

e Official travel or reassignment orders provided
information on the identity of transient or assigned
[ personnel participating in the nuclear weapons tests.

e v s - o

e Discharge records, maintained by all services, aided in !
identification. !

® A widely publicized national call-in campaign sponsored
by the Department of Defense has identified some of the
nuclear weapons test participants.
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5.2 DOSIMETRY RECORDS

Most of the dosimetry data for Operation RANGER were derived
from film badge records (14). As stated in Chapter 4, dosimetry
reccrds were maintained by the Radiological Safety Section for
each participant at RANGER.

During Operation RANGER, the film badge was the primary
device used to measure the radiation dose received by individual
participants. The film badge, normally worn at chest level on
the outside of clothing, was designed to measure the wearer's
exposure to gamma radiation from external sources. The film
badge was insensitive, however, to neutron radiation and did not
measure the amount of radiocactive material, if any, that may have

been inhaled or ingested.

Radiological safety personnel issued, received, and
interpreted film badges during Operation RANGER. They used
manual clerical procedures to record film badge data onto file
cards, A dosimetry card was maintained for each participant (5;
37). At the conclusion of the operation, it was the intent of
the services to send individual dose records to each partici-
pant's home station for inclusion in his records. When the
individual left the service, his records were retired to a
Federal records repository.

The film badge data summarized in this chapter were obtained

from the following sources:

e Historical files of the Reynolds Electrical and
Engineering Company, the prime support contractor to the
Department of Energy (and previously to the AEC Nevada
Operations office). REECo has provided support at the
Nevada Test Site since 1952, REECo assumed responsi-
bility for onsite radiological safety after Operation
TEAPOT in July 1955, and, consequently, has collected
available dosimetry records for nuclear test participants
at all nuclear testing operations from 1945 to the
present. REECo has on microfilm all available exposure
records for individuals working under thc Joint Test
Organization at Operation RANGER (28).

75




s TR A =

@ Military medical records, maintained at the National
Personnel Records Center, St. Louis, Missouri, for troops
separated from miiitary service, or at the Veterans
Administration, for individuals who have filed for
disability compensation cr health benefits. Unfortu-
nately, many records were destroyed in a fire at the
St. Louis repository in July 1973. That fire destroyed
13 to 17 million Army records for personnel discharged
through 31 December 1959, and for members of the Army Air
Corps/Air Force discharged through 31 December 1963.

5.3 DOSIMETRY DATA FOR OPERATION RANGER PARTICIPATION

This section presents data on the gamma radiation doses
received by DOD participants during RANGER. These doses are
presented in tables 5-1 through 5-6, which give the following
information by service or units (14):

e The number of personnel identified by name

¢ The number of personnel identified by both name and
film badge

® The average gamma exposure in roentgens

@ The distribution of these exposures.

Table 5-1 summarizes all exposures for each service
affiliation. In addition to the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and
Air Force designations, the table has data for scientific
personnel, contractors, and affiliates. Tables 5-2 through 5-6
provide information about the gamma exposures received by the
various participants. In these tables, distributions and
averages are given by unit.
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Table 5-1: DISTRIBUTION OF GAMMA RADIATION EXPOSURES FOR OPERATION
RANGER PARTICIPANTS BY AFFILIATION

Parsonnsl
Idaevtified

Table 5-2: DISTRIBUTION OF GAMMA RADIATION EXPOSURES FOR ARMY
PERSONNEL AND AFFILIATES, OPERATION RANGEH

P " ml sontified m Garmma Exposure (Rosntgens)
Identified by Name and Exposure
Units by Neme | by Film Badge | (Roentgens) ! <1 | 1110 | 1030 | 3050 | 6.0+

Army Chamicat Center 2 2 0.220 2 0 o 0
Armad Forces Specisl Wespons Project 1 1 0.500 1 0 0 0
Camp Lee, VA 1 1 0.330 1 (4] 0 0
Corps of Engmeers, Fort Betvoir, VA 1 1 1.900 o 1 0 0
Evens Signal Laboratory 1 1 0.380 1 i} 1] a
Los Alemos Scientific Laboratory 2 2 0.400 ' 1} 1] 0
Naval Radiologics! Defansa Laboratory 1 1 0.140 1 0 0 0
Offica Chief of Engineers 4 4 1.740 1 2 1 0
Office of the Surgeon General
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Table 5-3: DISTRIBUTION OF GAMMA RADIATION EXPOSURES FOR NAVY
i PERSONNEL AND AFFILIATES. OPERATION RANGER

i o " A
Per gy
; P ‘ \ G Gamma Exposure {Rosntgens)
! Wdomiified | by Name and Exposurs
Units by Name bty Film Badge | {Roentgens) § < .1 1.0 1.030 3080 50+
Armed Forces Special Weapons Project 1 1 5.320 0 o 0 9 1

3 Joint Task Force 7 1 3 3no 0 0 0 1 ] ]
H Observers 1 0 ¥
% ToTAL 3 2 axs l o | o 0 1 1 i

NP WER SR APy

Table 5-4: DISTRIBUTION OF GAMMA RADIATION EXPOSURES FOR MARINE
CORPS PERSONNEL AND AFFILIATES, OPERATION RANGER

Parsonnel Average

o e g e gt S

£ (17
Per i Kdentified Gamma G al " hd
Identified by Name and Exposurs
Units by Name by Film Badge | [Rosntgens) I <A 110 | 1020 |} 3060 | 50+
U S. Navy Adminisuatve Unit, Sandia Base, NM 1 1 0.820 0 1 0 4} 0
TOTAL 1 1 0.820 0 1 0 0 0 ;
t
3
{
1
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‘Table 5-5: DISTRIBUTION OF GAMMA RADIATION EXPOSURES FCR AIR FORCE
PERSONNEL AND AFFILIATES, OPERATION RANGER

o,

Petsonnel ;danﬁﬁod Glmr;a Gamma Exposure (Roentgens)
identified by Name and Exp a
Units by Name by Film Badge | (Roen.geis) 1 A1 3.0%0

Air Force Cambridge Research Center 1 0
Air Rerearch and Development Commiund 1 0
Air Weather Service 1 0
Special Weapons Command 5 0
7th Avig*ion Squadron 1 0
gth Weather Squadion 15 Q
£6th Reconnaissance Squadrcn Weather 1 0
£7th Reconnaissance Squadron 1 4]
3015t Bombardment Wing 1 0
330th Bombardment Squadron 1 0
373r¢ Reconnaissance Squadron (VLR) Weather 1 0
374ath Ruconnaiesance Squadion (VLR) Weather a3 0
513th Reconnaissance Squadion (VLA) Weather 47 0
550th Aviation Squadron ] 0
1008th Srecizl Weapans Squadron 5 3 0076 1 0
1136t Special Activity Squadio. 1 0
2059tk Arr Weather VYing (DET) § b
2060th Mobile Wrathet Squadron VAl 0
31 71st Electronice Group 1 0
6t Pilot Training Wing 15 0
4901s: Suppcrt Wing (A} 1 Q
4% 4th Flight Operatiors Squadron 4 0
4325¢F Spacial Wespors Groun 7 [
A960th Test Gronp (N) ] 0
Unkncvn # _ 23 1 0.020 0 4
TOTAL 202 r 4 C.062 1 ] 0 r 0
# Uit informaton s travasdable.
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Table 5-6: DISTRIBUTION OF GAMMA RADIATION EXPOSURES FOR SCIENTIFIC
PERSONNEL CONTRACTORS, AND AFFILIATES, OPERATION
RANGER
P " ?“ Hiad ;.“;. Gamma Exposure {Roentgens)
Identified by Name and Expoaure
Units by Namae by Film Badge [Roentgens) § <1 310 1030 3.050 [ 123
DOD Civilisns 42 42 0618 9 27 ] 0 1]
TQTAL 42 42 u.618 9 27 [ 0 V]
i
t
| !
=
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Purpose of Test:

NOD Objective:

Weather:

Radiation Data:

Participants:

SHOT ABLE SYNOPSIS

AEC TEST SERIES: RANGER

DOD EXERCISE: None
DATE/TIME: 27 January 1951, 0545 hours
YIELD: 1 kiloton

HEIGHT OF BURST: 1,060 feet above ground

To test nuclear device designs proposed for
Operation GREENHQUSE.

To collect data on the effects of gamma and
thermal radiation from a nuclear detonation.

At shot-time, the temperature at the surface
was -2.0° C, the relative humidity was 73
percent, and the atmospheric pressure was
13.1 psi. The surface winds were nearly
calm. Winds were 18 knots from the west at
10,000 feet and 30 knots from the west at
20,000 feet.

The initial ground survey found that onsite
radiation greater than 0.03 R/h was

confined to an area 460 meters from ground
zero, reaching a maximum intensity of 0.75 R/h
near ground zero. Intensities exceeding
background radiation were detected 3,200
meters from ground Zzero.

Special Weapons Command; Headquarters. USAF;
Army Corps of Engineers; Air Weather Service;
Office of the Quartermaster General, Army,;
Office of the Surgeon General, Army; Strategic
Air Command; Air Training Command; Air
Research and Development Command; Air Force
Cambridgze Research Laboratory; Santa Fe
Operations Cfifice; Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory; Sandia Corporation; EG&G; Atomic
Energy Commission.
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CHAPTER 6

SHOT ABLE

Shot ABLE, the first nuclear test of Operation RANGER, was
detonated on 27 January 1951 at 0545 hours Pacific Standard Time
in Frenchman Flat at UTM coordinates 923758, ABLE, a develop-
mental device designed by the Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory,
was alrdropped from a B-50 aircraft flying 19,700 feet above the
ground.* The device, which detonated 1,060 feet above the ter-
rain, had a yield of one kiloton (15; 17).

At shot-time, the temperature at the surface was -2,0
degrees Celsius, and the winds at the surface were nearly calm.
At 10,000 feet, winds were 18 knois from the west, and at 20,000
feet, winds were 30 knots from the west. The top of the nuclear
cloud reached an altitude of 17,000 feet and moved east from the
point of detonation (17).

The Scientific Tests Section, part of the AEC Test Group,
fielded eight experiments at Shot ABLE. Twelve DOD participants
took part in these e¢xperiments. An estimated 246 Air Force
personnel engaged in air support. The Radiological Safety
Section, part of the AEC Test Group, included the following
personnel: one civilian and four officers from the Army Corps of
Engineers, two officers from the Army Medical Corps, one Army
officer and one Air Force enlisted man from LASL, and one officer
whose service branch is unknown. An additional 86 Air Force
participants were involved in communicationrs security for the
Security Group and in weather support for the Meteorology
Section, discussed in chapter 3. Military and civilian officials
took part in a program for observers, also discussed in chapter 3
(19; 28; 30).

*Ground zero at Frenchman Flat was 3,140 feel above mean sea
level.
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6.1 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN SCIENTIFIC

TESTS SECTION ACTIVITIES AT SHOT ABLE

Department of Defense personnel took part in eight of ithe 16
experiments fielded by the Scientific Tests Section at Snot ABLE.
This section details DOD participation in five of these
experiments: Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications against
Gamma Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb, Thermal Effects
Program, Thermal and Ionizing Radiation Measurements, Analysis of
Fireball Growth at RANGER, and Gamma Radiation Exposure as a
Function of Distance. Two of the remaining three experiments,
Radiochemical Results and Fractionation of Cloud Particles by
Shearing Winds, were primarily LASL projects. The cloud-sampling
aircraft discussed in section 6.2, Air Support Activities,
provided support for these experiments. The final experiment,
Atmospheric Conditions and Their Effects on Atomic Clouds at the
Nevada Test Site, was conducted by the Air Weather Service
following Operation RANGER to anal e weather data collected for
ABLE and thz other HANGER shots. Chapter 3 includes information

common to all of these experiments.

Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications against Gamma
Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb was conducted by the Army
Chemical Center to determine the degree of shielding afforded
against gamma radiation emitted by & nuclear airburst. The
afternoon before the shot, two participants from the Army
Chemical Center and one from tne Army Corps of Engineers placed
film packets in il of 14 fortifications. Figure $-1 shows which
positions were instrumented. These three men also placed four
film packets at ground positions 370, 730, 1,100, and 1,4€0
meters west of ground zero. The same DOD personnel retrieved the
film packets, completing recovery by 1100 hours on shot-day (30).

The Thermal Effects Program was conducted by the Office of

the Quartermaster General (Army). The objective was to obtain
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data on the thermal hazard of a nuclear detonation to various
materials and finishes (30).

Before the detonation, the experiment's one participant
placed test panels belonging to the Office of the Quartermaster
General, Naval Material Laboratory, and National Bureau of

Standards at the following distances from ground zero:

Distance (meters) Agencies
730 Quartermaster Genersal
910 Quartermaster General,

Naval Material Laboratory,
National Bureau of Standards

1,100 Quartermaster General,
Naval Material Laboratory

1,460 Quartermaster General,
Naval Material Laboratory,
National Bureau of Standards

1,830 Quartermaster General
2,290 Quartermaster General

The participant also placed panels in the foxholes constructed
for the gamma radiation experiment. He later recovered the
panels (30).

The third scientific experiment with DOD fi~ld participation
was Thermal and Iorizing Radiation Measurements, performed by
a civilian under contraci to the Office of the Surgeon General
(Army). The objectives were to (30):

e Collect data on the degree of biological burns

produced by nuclear thermal radiation &nd
correlate these data with flashburn experiments

e Determine the time rate of delivery of thermal
radiation from the nuclear detonation.

To obtain information for the first objective, the

participant placed five plywood panels containing 14 different
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textile fabrics at distances of 2,740, 2,290, 1,830, 1,460, and
4 ; 1,280 meters west of ground zero. Each fabric test panel was
' exposed with a thermal radiation detector panel consisting of
heat-sensitive paper and two grades of white paper on a plywood
backing. The participant retrieved the panels after the shot

area was declared safe for reentry (30).

To obtain information for the second objective, the
civilian placed a turntable coated with heat-sensitive paper

1,460 meters northwest of ground zero. However, the turntable

g o it e

ran down before the detonation because of faulty timing (30).

The objective of Analysis of Fireball Growth, conducted by
LASL, was to analyze the fireball growth and yield determination
by studying film from cameras at photography stations 3.2

kilometers southeast and northeast of ground zero. A special
LASL group, consisting of three civilian employees and one ArmYy,
one Navy, and one Air Force participant, retrieved film from the
photography stations after ABLE and returned it to LASL for
analysis (19; 28).

Gamma Radiation Exposure as a Function of Distance was
conducted by the Sandia Corporation. To ineasure gamma radiation

at different distances during and immediately following a nuclear

detonation, 41 film badges were placed at 90-meter intervai:= from
i ground zero along the West Access Road and the South Access Road.
One film badge was positioned at ground zero. To measure
residual neutron-induced activity, film badges were also placed

3 in lead cylinders with l0-centimeter-thick walls along the West
Access Road 270, 550, 820, 1,100, and 1,370 meters from ground
zero. To me sure the fraction of initial gamma radiation
reaching the film badges, the badges were placed in "mousetrap
gadgets" (devicas designed to shield the film badges from
residual radiation) 460, 910, and 1,830 meters from ground zero

along the West Access Road (30).
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Personnel began recovering film badges within one td two
hours after the shot and finished within five to six hours.
Military personnel assisting in the placement and recovery of the
film badges included one Navy participant from Field Command,
AFSWP; one Navy participant from LASL; and one participant from
the Army Corps of Engineers. Three Sandia Corporation emplavees

also took part in the ecxperiment (28; 30; 34).

Specific details regarding personnel activities during this
experiment have not been documented, but one report states that
the Navy participant from Field Command, AFSWP, placed and
retrieved film badges 370 and 730 meters from ground zero along
the West Access Road (34).

6.2 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN AIR SUPPORT

SECTION ACTIVITIES AT SHOT ABLE

Th~ Special Weapons Command and Headquarters, USAF, both
with air control centers at Nellis AFB, Nevada, directed air
support missions at Shot ABLE. SWC directed and condﬁcted the
airdrop, the emergency aircraft mission, the courier service, and
the helicopter support of the aerial surveys conducted by the
Radiological Safety Section. 8AC conducted the SWC photography
mission. Headguarters, USAF, personnel supervised the cloud
sampling, c¢loud tracking, and, along with SWC, the aerial
surveys. They also coordinated activities associated with the
Atomic Energy Detection System. The Air Weather Service provided
most of the aircraft and crews for air missions supervised by
Headquarters, USAF.

SWC support missions involved eight aircraft and an
estimated 122 SWC personnel. Of these personnel, 56 were air
crew and emergency team members, while the others were ground
crew members, radiological safety monitors, air operations

control personnel, and administrative staff. Headquarters, USAF,
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test and support missions involved 11 aircraft and an estimated
124 Air Force personnel. Of these personnel, an estimated 57
were aircraft crew members, while the others were ground crew
personnel, radiological safety monitors, air operations control
personnel, and administrative staff (2-3; 4; 13; 25; 38). Table
6-1 identifies the aircraft and tne estimated numbers of DOD

personnel engaged in sir support activities.

6.2.1 Delivery

A B-50 aircraft delivered the ABLE nuclear device. Two
other aircraft, a B-50 and a C-47, accompanied the drop aircraft
for the purpose of documentary photography and emergency

assistance, respectively.

The B-50 drop aircraft, witn a crew of 1! from the 4925th
Special Weapons Group, left Kirtland AFB at (0115 hours on shot-
day and flew at an altitude of 14,000 feet to Indian Springs AFSB,
Upon reaching the Indian Springs area, the aircraft descended to
10,000 feet and proceeded to the north of grounda zero. At 0350
hours, the crew began inserting the nuclear capsule into the
device, completing this task at 0434. The aircraft then climbed
to its bombing height of 19,700 feet. It completed its first
practice run at 0507 and its second pfactice run at 0520. At
0527, the bomb-bay doors were opened, and at 0534, the B-50 began
its bombing rur. At exactlv 0544:05 hours, the device was
released. The B-50 then returned to Kirtland AFB, arriving at
0750 hours (3-4).

The B-50 documentary photography aircraft, with a crew of 11
from CAC, left Kirtland AFB at 0105, ten minutes before the drop
aircraft. It accompanied the drop aircraft to the NPG, main-
taining an altitude of 16,000 feet. During the practice and
bombing runs, the photography aircraft remained five to six

kilometers behind and 2,000 feel above the drop aircraft. After
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Table 6-1: SUMMARY OF AIR SUPPORT ACTIVITIES, SHOT ABLE
Estimated
Type of Number of Unit Staging DOD
Mission Aircraft Aircraft of Origin Base Personnel
Airdrop B-50 1 4925th Special Kirtland AFB 11
Weapons Group
Photog- B~50 1 SAC Kirtland AFB 11
raphy
Emer- C-47 1 4925th Special Kirtland AFB 14
gency Weapons Group
Cloud B-29 2 374th Recon Nellis AFB 20
Sampling Squadron (VLR) ]
Weather
Cloud B.29 1 374th Recon Nellis AFB 11
Tracking Squadron (VLR) ;
Weather 1
B-29 1 374th Recon McClellan AFB 11 3
Squadron (VLR)
Weather
Aerial H-13 1 4925th Special AEC Coatrcl 2 1
Surveying Weapons Group Point ;
H-19 1 4925th Special AEC Control 3 E
Weapons Group Point
C-47 1 Air Weather Nellis AFB 6
Service
B-17 1 Cambridge Nellis AFB 9
Research
Laboratory
4
Courier B-25 3 4901st Support Indian Springs 15
Service Wing (Atomic) AFB '
{
AEDS B-29 5 Air Weather Barksdale AFB, 60 E
Service Robins AFB ;
B-29 * Air Weather Air Force bases ¥ %
Service in Alaska, Guam, :
Japan, and Saudi
rabia
*Unknown
89
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completing its photography assignment, it returned to Kirtland
AFB, arriving there at 0745 hours (3-4).

The C-47 emergency aircraft, with a crew of four and a
disaster team of ten from the 4925th Special Weapons Squadron.
left Kirtland AFB at (0117 hours, two minutes after the drop
aircraft. It followed the drop aircraft at an altitude of 12,000
feet to the vicinity of Las Vegas, where it descended to 10,000
feet and flew a holding pattern until the drop aircraft had
completed its mission. The C-47 then returned to Kirtland AFB,

arriving at 0823 hours (3-4).

6.2.2 Cloud Sampling

Cloud sampling was performed in conjunction with two
Scientific Tests Section experiments, Radiochemical Results and
Fractionation of Cloud Particles by Shearing Winds. To support
these experiments, two B-29 cloud samplers, each with a crew of
ten from the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range)
Weather, left Nellis AFB at 0245 and 0250 hours, respectively.
Each aircraft penetrated the cloud several times. The first
aircraft completed its initial cloud penetration two hours after
the detonation and continued its sampling runs for about 50
minutes. The second aircraft made passes through the cloud for

approximately one hour to obtain its samples (6; 13; 20; 25; 38),.

6.2.3 Cioud Tracking

Two B-29 aircraft flew cloud-tracking missions over and
beyond the Nevada Proving Ground. One B-29, with a crew of il
from the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range) Weather,
left Nellis AFB at 0350 hours to track the cloud and returned to

base within 12 hours. A second B-29, also with a crew of 11 from

the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range) Weather,
replaced the first B-29, which was starting to run low on fuel.
It left from and returned to McClellan AFB (6; 13; 20; 25; 38).
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6.2.4 Aerial) Surveys

Aerial survey aircraft at Shot ABLE included one SWC heli-
copter that monitored the area immediately around ground zero and
another that performed courier service. In addition, a C-47 and
a B-17 aircraft surveved both onsite and offsite areas. The C-47
left Nellis AFB at 0750 hours with a crew of six from the Air
Weather Service. The B-17 left Nellis AFB at 0755, with a crew
¢f nine from the Air Force Cambridge Research Laboratory (6).

The SWC H-19 helicopter, with a crew of three from the
4925th Special Weapons Group, made three postshot trips to the
ground zero area to monitor the area and to retrieve scientific
data. On its first trip, the helicopter left the AEC Control
Point at 0559 and returned at 0618 hours. The H-19 helicopter
began its second trip to the ground zero area at 0625 and
returned to the Control Point at 0719. Its third trip started at
0800 and was completed at 0812. At 1027, the H-19 left for
Indian Springs AFB carrving scientific data for the B-25 courier
aircraft; it arrived at 1045 hours. The SWC H-13 helicopter did
not fly any aerial survey missions at ABLT, but was instead
assigned to deliver scientific data to the courier aircraft at
Indiun Springs AFB, leaving the Control Point at 1010 and
arriving at the base at 1031. The H-13 had a crew of two from
the 4925th Special Weapons Group (4).

6.2.5 Courier Service

After the samp)ing missions had been completed, three B-25
aircraft left Indian Springs AFB on shot-day to deliver cloud
samples, instrumentation, and other results trom the scientific
experiments to Kirtland AFB for later transport to LASL via
commercial contract carrier. The couriers aboard these aircraft
were LASL civilians, and the aircrews were from the 4901st Air
Support Wing (2-4).
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The first B-25, with a crew of five and a LASL courier
onboard, left Indian Springs AFB for the Frenchman Flat landing
strip at 0623. 1t reached Frenchman Flat at 0640, picked up
scientific samples, instrumentation, and data, ard left Frenchman
Flat at 0659 for Kirtland AFB, arriving at 0905 hours (3-4).

The second B-25, with a crew of five and a LASL courier,
left Indian Springs AFB for the Frenchman Flat landing strip at
0652. It reached Frenchman Flat at 0708, picked up scientific
samples and materials, and left Frenchman Flat at G742 for
Kirtland AFB, arriving there at 0951 hcurs (3-4).

The third B-25, with a crew of five and a LASL courier, l=ft
Indian Springs AFB for Nellis AFB at 1040 and arrived there at
1102. After receiving cloud samples from Headquarters, USAF,
personnel, it lett for Kirtland AFB at 1140, arriving at 1331
hours (3-4).

6.3 RADIATION PROTECTION AT SHOT ABLE

The information available for Shot ABLE includes results of

onsite and offsite radiological monitoring and decontamination
procedures.

Monitoring

The initial ground survey began almost immediately after the
shot and was conducted by a team of three, equipnped with a
two-way radio and alpha, beta, and gamma survey meters. Monitors
first encountered gamma radiation intensities exceeding back-
ground level at about 3,200 meters west of ground zero. They
then took radiation readings at 460-meter intervals and radioed
the results to the Control Point. At 460 meters from ground
zero, they detected a gamma inteasity of 0.03 R/h. From this
point, thev took radiation readings a2t 90-meter intervals,

Monitors found a maximum gamma intensity of 0.75 R/h near ground
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zero about 90 minutes after the shot (16). They did not detect
alpha radiation at any location. Figure 6-2 shows a recon-
structed isointensity map based on this initial survey (17).

Because there were not enough monitors, subsequent ground
surveys in the shot area were unsystematic and uncoordinated.
Ozly a few radiation measurements were taken in the shot area
after the initial survey was completed. These measurements
indicated that induced racdioactivity in the area around ground
zero had a half-life of about eight hours (16).

Offsite ground monitoring teams concentrated their efforts
in the area east of ground zero, because the Shot ABLE cloud had
drifted in that direction. The maximum gamma intensity
encountered by any monitoring team was 0.0002 R/h, only slightly
greater than the normal background level (16; 34). Two aircraft,
a C-47 and a B-17, conducted offsite aerial surveys up to about
320 kilometers from ground zero. Neither aircraft encountered
any detectable radiation intensities (16).

Decontamination

Nnsite personnel were monitored at the decontamination
center about 30 meters from the Control Point. No significant
contamiuation was found on participants, but some of the
protective booties they were wearing showed gamma intensities of
0.006 R/h (16).

Vehicles were decontaminated at the same location. Decon-
tamination personnel found that the areas most contaminated were

the running boards, floorboards, tires, and mudguards. The
highest intensity encountered at any of these locations was 0.03
R/h. In all cases, vacuuming and washing reduced the rad.o-
activity to less than 0.007 R/h (16).

1 93




i

SERIE Tk i <l a5

0 500

L ]

Maters

- e e * S 0_1R/h

..... » » 0.OVR/h

Figure 6-2:. RECONSTRUCTED ISOINTENSITY MAP OF ABLE,
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The crews of the two B-29 sampling aircraft were monitored
for radiation at Nellis AFB. Decontamination personnel found an
average of 0.2 to 0.3 R/h of gamma radiation on some of the crew
members. Showering and a change of clothing removed the contami-

nation.

The sampling aircraft were also monitored at Nellis AFB.
Decontamination personnel detected average gamma intensities of
0.73 and 0.16 R/h on the aircraft immediately after landing. The
first washing reduced these levels to 0.045 and 0.01 R/h,
respectively. The final washing further reduced the radio-
activity to 0.017 and 0.004 R/h, respectively. The washing
effluent was allowed to run off tne ramp into the desert sand.
Decontamination procedures removed over 95 percent of the
radiation on the airecraft (31; 38).
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R SHOT BAKER SYNOPSIS

AEC TEST SERIES: RANGER

DOD EXERCISE: None
DATE/TIME: 28 January 1951, 05652 hours
YIELD: 8 kilotons

HEIGHT OF BURST: 1,080 feet above ground

Purpose of Test: To test nuclear device designs proposed for
Operation GREENHOUSE.

DOD Objective: To collect data on the effects of gamma and
thermal radiation from a nuclear detonation.

Weather: At shot-time, the temperature at the surface

{ was -2.8° C, the relative humidity was 87
percent, and the atmospheric pressure was
13.04 psi. The winds were six knots from the
south-southwest at the surface, 13 knots from
the west at 10,000 feet, and 33 knots from the
west-northwest at 30,000 feet.

Radiation Data: Soon after the detonation, onsite induced
activity greater than 0.3 R/h was confined to
an area 460 meters from ground zero;
intensities climbed to 16.0 R/h within 90
meters of ground zero. Lighter activity,
ranging from 0.0001 R/h to 0.3 R/h, was
confined to an area 3,200 to 460 meters from
ground zero.

Participants: Special Weapons Command; Headquarters, USAF;
Army Corps of Engineers; Air Weather Service;
Office of the Quartermaster General, Army;
Office of the Surgeon General, Army; Strategic

! Air Command; Air Training Command; Air

i Research and Development Command; Air Force

H Cambridge Research Laboratory; Santa Fe

Operations Office; Los Alamos Scientific

Laboratory; Sandia Corporation; EG&G; Atomic

Energy Commission.
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CHAPTER 7

SHOT BAKER

Shot BAKER, the second nuclear test of Operation RANGER, was
detonated on 28 January 1951 at 0552 hours Pacific Standard Time
in Frenchman Flat at UTM coordinates 923758. BAKER, a develop-
mental device designed by the Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory,
was airdropped from a B-50 aircraft flying 19,700 feet above
the ground. The device, which detonated 1,080 feet above the
terrain, had a yield of eight kilotons (15; 17).

At shot-time, the temperature at the surface was -2.R8
degrees Celsius, and the surface winds were from the south-
southwest at six knots. Winds were 13 knots from the west at
10,000 feet, 23 knots from the west~-northwest at 20,000 feet, and
33 knots from the west-northwest at 30,000 feet. The top of the
cloud resulting from Shot BAKER reached an altitude of 35,000
feet and moved southeast from the point of detonation (17).

The Scientific Tests Section fielded seven experiments at
Shot BAKER. Eleven DOD participants took part in these
experiments. An estimated 236 Air Force personnel engaged in air
support for BAKER. The Radiological Safety Section included the
following personnel: one civilian and four officers from the
Army Corps of Engineers, two officers from the Army Medical
Corps, one Army officer and one Air Force enlisted man from LASL,
and one officer whose service affiliation is unknown. An
additional 86 Air Force participants were involved in
comnunications security for the Security Group and in weather
support for the Meteorology Section, discussed in chapter 3.
Military and civilian officials took part in a program for
observers, also discussed in chapter 3 (19; 28; 30).

97

TR T [ e W At S g SR L e e A T el R A SRS iz S e e AT Gt S

4 hdE o



7.1 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN SCIENTIFIC

TESTS SECTION ACTIVITIES AT SHOT BAKER

Department of Defense personnel took part in seven of the 15
scientific experiments conducted by the Scientific Tests Section
at Shot BAKER. This section details DOD participation in four of
these experiments: Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications
against Gamma Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Boamb, Thermal
Effects Prougram, Analysis of Fireball Growth at RANGER, and Gamma
Radiation Exposure as a Function of Distance. Two of the
remaining three experiments, Radiochemical Results and Fraction-
ation of Cloud Particles by Shearing Winds, were primarily LASL
projects. The cloud-sampling aircraft discussed in section 7.2,
Air Support Activities, provided support for these experiments.
The finul experiment, Atmospheric Conditions and Their Effects on
Atomic Clouds at the Nevada Test Site, was conducted by the Air
Weather Service following Operation RANGER to analyze weather
data collected for BAKER and other RANGER shots. Chapter 3

includes information common to all of these experiments.

Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications against Gamma
Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb was conducted to
determine the protection afforded against gamma radiation emitted
by a nuclear airburst. The afternoon before the shot, two
participants from the Army Chemical Center and one from the Army
Corps of Engineers placed film packets in 11 of 14 fortifications.
In addition, they placed one LASL neutron detector in each of
three foxholes. Figure 7-1 shows the instrumented foxholes. The
three men also placed four film packets at ground positions 370,
730, 1,100, and 1,460 meters west of ground zero. After the area
was opened for recovery, the three personnel began retrieving the
film packets. They completed recovery by 09812 hours (30).
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Ground Zera

1,830 Meters 1,460 Meters 1,100 Meters 730 Msters 370 Meters

Shaded positions were not instrumented
4 = Instrumented with film packets
# = Instrumented with gold-foil neutron detector
(O = Prone shelters
O = One-man foxhole
[] = Two-man foxholes
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0 Meters

Figure 7-1: FIELD FORTIFICATIONS AT SHOT BAKER
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The Thermal Effects Program was conducted by the Office of
the Quartermaster General (Army). The objective was to obtain
data on the thermal hazard of a nuclear detonation to various
materials and finishes (30).

Before the detonation, the experiment's one participant
placed test panels belonging to the Office of the Quartermaster
General, Naval Material Laboratory, and National Bureau of
Standards at the following distances from ground zero:

;r Distance (meters) Agencies
1,100 Quartermaster General
1,460 Quartermaster General,

H Naval Material Laboratory,
National Bureau of Standards

1,830 Quartermaster General,
Naval Material Laboratory,
National Bureau of Standards

2,290 Cuartermaster General,
Naval Material Laboratory,
National Bureau of Stardards

2,740 Quartermaster (General
3,660 Quartermaster General
4,570 Quartermaster General

The participant retrieved the panels after the area was opened

for recovery operations (30).

Analysis of Fireball Growth was conducted by LASL. The
objective was to analyze the fireball growth and yvield

P determination by studying film from cameras at photography
1 stations 3.2 kilometers southeast and northeast of ground zero.

_ A special LASL group, consisting of three civilian employees and
; one Army, one Navy, and one Air Force participant, retrieved film
from the photography stations sfter BAKER and returred it to LASL
for analysis (19; 28).
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Gamma Radiation Exposure as a Function of Distance was
conducted by the Sandia Corporation. To measure gamma radiation
at different distances during and immediately following a nuclear
detonation, 41 film badges were placed at 90-meter intervals from
ground zero along the West Access Road and the South Access Road.
One film badge was positioned at ground zero. To measure
residual neutron-induced activity, film badges were also placed
; % in lead cylinders with 10-centimeter-thick walls along the West
F Access Road 270, 550, 820, 1,100, and 1,370 meters from ground
: zero. To measure the fraction of initial gamma radiation
reaching the film badges, the badges were placed in "mousetrap
gadgets" (devices designed to shield the film badges from
residual radiation) 460, 910, and 1,830 meters from ground zero
along the West Access Road (30).

Personnel began recovering film badges within one to two
hours after the detonation and finished within five to six hours.
Military personnel assisting in the placement and reccovery of the
film badges included one Navy participant from Field Command,
AFSWP; one Navy participant from LASL; and one participant from
the Armv Corps of Engineers. Three Sandia Corporation employees
. also took part in the experiment (28; 30; 34).

f; : Specifir details regarding npersonnel activities during this
experiment at BAKER have not been documented, but one report
states that the Navy participant from Field Command, AFSWP,
placed and retrieved film badges 370 and 730 meters from ground
zero along the West Access Road (34).

Py

7.2 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN AIR SUPPORT

SECTION ACTIVITIES AT SHOT BAKER

The Special Weapons Command and Headquarters. USAF, both
with air control centers at Nellis AFB, Nevada, directed air
suppcrt missions at Shot BAKER. SWC directed and conducted the

|
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airdrop, the emergency aircraft mission, the courier service, and
the helicopter support of the aerial surveys conducted by the
Radiological Safety Section. SAC conducted the SWC photography
mission. Headquarters, USAF, personnel directed the cloud
sampling, cloud tracking, and, along with SWC, the aerial
surveys. They also coordinated activities associated with the
Atomic Energv Detection System. The Air Weather Service provided
most of the aircraft and crews for air missions supervised by
Headquarters, Air Force.

SWC support missions involved eight aircraft and an esti-
mated 122 SWC personnel. Of these persconnel, 56 were aircrew and
engineering team members and the others were ground crew
personnel, radiological safety monitors, air operations control
personnel, and administrative staff. Headquarters, USAF, support
missions involved ten aircraft and an estimated 114 Air Force
personnel, of whom an estimated 47 were aircrew members, while
the others were ground crew members, radiological safety
monitors, air operations control personnel, and administrative
staff (2-4; 13; 25; 38). Table 7-1 identifies the aircraft and
the estimated numbers of DOD personnel engaged in air support
activities.

7.2.1 Delivery

A B-50 aircraft delivered the BAKER nuclear device. Two
other aircraft, a B-50 and a C-47, accompanied the drop aircraft
for the purpose of documentary photography and emergency

assistance, respectively.

The B-50 drop aircraft, with a crew of 11 from the 4925th
Special Weapons Group, left Kirtland AFB at 0105 hours on shot-
day and flew at an altitude of 14,000 feet to Indian Springs AFB.
Upon reaching the Indian Springs area, the aircraft descended to
10,000 feet and proceeded to the north of ground zero. At 0342,
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Table 7-1: SUMMARY OF AIR SUPPORT ACTIVITIES, SHOT BAKER

Estimated
Tvpe of Number cof Unit Staging DOD
Missic Aircraft Aircraft of Origin Base Personnel
Airdrop B-.50 4925th Special Kirtland AFB 11
Weapons Group
Photog- B-50 SAC Kirtland AF3B 11
raphy
Emer- c-47 4925th Special Kirtland AFB 14 f
gency Weapons Group i
Cloud B-%9 374th Recon Nellis AFB 10 [
Sampling Squadron (VLR) ﬁ
Weather ]
Cloud B-29 374th Recon Nellis AFB 11 3
Tracking Sguadron (VLR) 3
Weather
B-29 374th Recon McClellan AFB 11 3
Squadron (VLR)
Weather
Aerial H-13 4925th Special AEC Control 2 %
Surveying Weapoas Group Point
1
H-19 4925th Special AEC Control 3 7
Weapons Group Point §§
C-47 Air Weather Nellis AFB 6 -
Service ;
B-17 Cambridge Nellis AFB 9
! Research )
: Laboratory ;
i Courier B-25 4901st Support Indian Springs 15
§ Service Wing (Atomic) AFB
{
' AEDS B-29 Air Weather Barksdale AFB, 60 %
g Service Robins AFB :
: B-29 Air Weather Air Force bases * %

. Service in Alaska, Guam, ;
: Japan, and Saudi ;
; Arabia ;
! *linknown 4
|
3 }
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the crew began laserting the nuclear capsule into the device,
completing this task at 0418. The aircraft then climbed to its

S il 11} i

bombing height of 19,700 feet. It completed its first practice

ol saom { A 0 350

run at 0447, its second practice run at 0508, and its third run
at 0525 hours. At 0530, the bomb-bay doors were opened, and at
0538, the B-50 began its bombing run. At exactly 0552:10 nours,
the device was released. The B-50 then returned to Kirtland AFB,

arriving at 0751 hours (3-4).

; The B-50 documentary photography aircraft, with a crew of 11
; from the Strategic Air Command, left Kirtland AFB at 0100, five

b By s e SR A e e S

minutes before the drop aircraft. It accompanied the drop
aircraft to the NPG, maintaining an altitude of 16,000 feet.

DEPRPTCNrY

During the practice and bombing runs, the photography aircraft
é remained five to six kilometers behind and 2,000 feet above the
drop aircraft. After completing its photography assignment, it
returned to Kirtland AFB, arriving there at 0753 hours (3-4).

The C-47 emergency aircraft, with a crew of four and a
disaster team of ten from the 4925th Special Weapons Squadrea,
left Kirtland AFB at 0107, two minutes after the drop aircraft. .
it followed th= drop aircraft at an altitude of 12,000 feet to :

U v P VU VO

the vicinity of Las Vegas, where it descenu>d to 10,000 feet and
flew 2 holding pattern until the drop aircraft had completed its
mission. The C-47 then returned to Kirtland AFB, arriving at
0820 hours (3-4).

L raml e ot

e ke O &

: 7.2.2 CLOUD SAMPLING

Cloud sampling was performed in conjunction with two
Scientific Tests Section experiments, Radiochemical Results and
Fractionation of Cloud Particles by Shearing Winds. To support
these experiments, one B-29 cloud sampler, with a crew of ten
from the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Hange) Weather,
i left Nellis AFB at 0145. The aircraft penetrated the cloud
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several times. It completed its first cloud penetration about
two hours after the BAKER detonation and finished its sampling
runs in approximately 50 minutes (7; 13; 20; 25; 38).

7.2.3 Cloud Tracking

Two B-29 aircraft fl=w cloud-tracking missions over and
beyord the Nevada Proving Ground. One B-29, with a crew of 11
from the 374th Reconnaissance Squadcron (Very lLong Range) Weather,
left Nellis AFB at 0350 hours to track the cloud and returned to
base within 12 hours. A second B-29, also with a crew of 11 from
the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range) Weather,
replaced the first B-29, which was starting to run low on fuel.
It left from and returned to McClellan AFB (7; '3; 20; 25).

7.2.4 Aerial Surveys

Aerial surveys included monitoring of the area immediately
around ground zero by one SWC helicopter. Thz2 other SWC aerial-
survey helicopter performed only courier service at BAKER. In
addition, a C-47 and a B-17 surveyed both onsite and offsite
areas. The C-47 left Nellis AFB at 0750 with a crew of six from

the Air Weather Service. The B-17 left Nellis AFB at 0755 hours
witr a crew of nine from the Air Force Cambridge Research Labora-

tory (7).

The SWC H-19 helicorter, with a crew of three from the
4925th Special Weapons Group, made two postshot trips to the

ground zero avea to monitor and to retrieve scientific data. Its
first trip began at 0618, when the helicopter left the AEC
Control Foint. It arrived at the ground zero area at 0625 and
returned to the Control Point at 0730 hours. The H-19 began its
second survey at 0740 and returned to the Control Point at 0820

! hours. In addition, the helicopter went to Indian Springs AFB to
deliver data to the courier aircraft. It left the Control Point
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at 0946 and reached Indian Springs AFB at 1009. The SWC H-13
aerial-survey helicopter delivered scientific data to the courier
aircraft at Indian Springs AFB, leaving the Contrcl Point at 0940
and arriving at the base at 0959 hours. The H-13 had a crew of
two from the 492Zth Special Weapons Group (4).

7.2.5 Courier Service

After the sampling missions had been completed, three B-25
aircraft left Indian Springs AFB on shot-day to deliver cloud
samples, instrumentation, and other results from the scientific
experiments to Kirtland AFB for subsequent transport to LASL via
commercial contract carrier. While the couriers aboard these

alrcraft were LASL civilians, the aircrews were from the 4901st
Air Support Wing (2-4)-

The first B-25, with a crew of five and a LASL courier
onboard, left Indian Springs AFB for the Frenchman Flat landing
strip at 0645, It reached Frenchman Flat at 0706, picked up
scientific samples, instrumentation, and data, and left Frenchman
Flat at 0709 for Kirtland AFB, arriving at 0919 hours (3-4).

The second B-~-25, carrying a crew of five and a LASL courier,
left Indian Springs AFB for the Frenchman Flat landing strip at
0705. It reached Frenchman Flat at 0721, picked up sclentific
samples and materials, and left Frenchman Flat at 0803 for
Kirtland AFB, arriving there at 1008 hours (3-4).

The third B-25, with a crew of five and a LASL courier
onboard, leit Indian Springs AFB for Nellis AFB at 1021 and
arrived at 1040. After receiving cloud samples from personnel of
Headquarters, USAF, it left for Kirtland AFB at 1134, arriving at
1331 hours (3-4).
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7.3 RADIATION PROTECTION AT SHOT BAKER

The information available for Shot BAKER includes the
results of onsite and offsite radiological monitoring and
decontamination procedures.

Monitoring

The initial survey monitoring team entered the test area
shortly after the detonation. The team took radiation readings
initially at 1,600-meter intervals and radioed the results to the
Control Point. About 3,200 meters from ground zero, the team
began reporting the readings at 460-meter intervals. After gamma
radiation intensities of 0.01 R/h were found 1,350 meters from
ground zero, the team began reporting its findings at 90-meter
intervals and continued this to ground zero. Readings of 1.0 R/h
were encountered about 300 meters from ground zero and a reading
of 16.0 R/h was registered near ground zero (16). Figure 7-2
shows a reconstructed isointensity map based on this initial

survey.

An aerial survey helicopter with another monitoring team
entered the test area about one hour after the detonation. Gamma
intensity at the camera station 3.2 kilometers southeast of
ground zero was measured at background levels. The helicopter
then circled ground zero at a height of 100 feet. The radiation
intensity through the floor of the helicopter reached a maximum
of 8.0 R/h (30). The helicopter monitoring team next took
readings at the generator house, over three kilometers south of
ground zero, and found gamma intensities of 0.015 R/h.

Offsite monitoring was conducted by the same survey teams
stationed offsite to monitor the previous shot, ABLE. Communica-
tions were poor between these teams and the cloud-tracking
aircraft that was supposed to direct them to areas over which the
Shot BAKER cloud passed. Therefore. the teams did not monitor

offsite areas extensively. Through a limited survey, however,
they found no gamma intensities exceeding 0.0002 R/h (16; 34).
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Figure 7-2: RECONSTRUCTED ISOINTENSITY MAP OF BAKER,
ONE HOUR AFTER DETONATION
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Two aircraft, a C-47 and a B-17, conducted offsite aerial
surveys out to about 320 kilometers from ground zero. Neither
aircraft encountered radiation intensities above background
levels (16).

Decontamination

Onsite personnel were monitored at the decontamination
center about 30 meters from the Control Point. Radiological
safety teams reported that no radiocactive contamination remained
on individuals after they had showered and changed into fresh
clothing. Working at the same center, the personnel decontam-
inating vehicles reported gamma intensities of 0.03 R/h at
certain locations, particularly on running boards, tires, and
mudguards. They found that other contaminated areas on the
vehicles had much lower intensities. In all cases, they reduced
the radioactivity to below 0.007 R/h by vacuuming and washing the
vehicles with detergent and water (16).

The B-29 sampler aircraft was decontaminated at Nellis AFB.
The average gamma intensity registered on this aircraft after
landing was 0.16 R/h. Decontamination personnel reduced the
intensity to 0.02 R/h with two washings, but the radiation was
still too high. After they washed the aircraft a third time, the
gamma intensity was reduced to an acceptable level of 0.01 R/h.
The washing effluent was allowed to run down the ramp into the
desert sand. This procedure removed about 93 percent of the
radiation on the aircraft (31; 38).
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Purpose of Test:

DOD Objective:

Weather:

Radiation Data:

Participants:
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SHOT EASY SYNOPSIS

AEC TEST SERIES: RANGER

DOD EXERCISE: None
DATE/TIME: 1 February 1951, 0547 hours
YIELD: 1 kiloton

HEIGHT OF BURST: 1,080 feet above ground

To test nuclear device designs proposed for
Operation GREENHOUSE.

To collect data on the effects of gamma and
thermal radiation from a nuclear detonation.

At shot-time, the temperature at the surface
was ~11.5° C, the relative humidity was 89
percent, and the atmospheric pressure was
13.33 psi. The wind was two knots from the
north at the surface and at the height of
burst, increasing to ten knots from the
north-northeast at 5,000 feet, 26 knots from
the north-northwest at 10,000 feet, and 39
knots from the north-northwest at 12,500 feet.

One hour after the detonation, onsite induced
activity greater than 0.01 R/h was confined to
an area 500 meters from ground zero. A
maximum radiation intensity of 0.55 R/h was
detected at ground zero. Radiation readings
of 0.005 R/h were measured 900 meters from
ground Zzero.

Special Weapons Command; Headquarters, USAF;
Army Corps of Engineers; Air Weather Service;
Office of the Quartermaster General, Army;
Office of the Surgeon General, Army; Strategic
Air Command; Air Training Command; Air
Research and Development Command; Air Force
Cambridge Research Laboratory; Santa Fe
Operations Office; Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory; Sandia Corporation; EG&G; Atomic
Energy Commission,.
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CHAPTER 8

SHOT EASY

Shot EASY, the third nuclear test of Operation RANGER, was
detonated on 1 February 1951 at 0547 hours Pacific Standard Time
in Frenchman Flat at UTM coordinates 923758. EASY, a develop-
mental device designed by the Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory,
was airdropped from a B-50 aircraft flying at a height of 19,700
feet above ground. The device, which detonated 1,080 feet above
the terrain, had a yield of one kiloton (15; 17).

At shot-time, the temperature at the surface was -11.5
degrees Celsius. Winds were two knots from the north at the
surface and at the height of burst. They were ten knots from the
north-northeast at 5,000 feet, 26 knots from the north-northwest
at 10,000 feet, and 39 knots from the north-northwest at 12,500
feet. The top of the Shot EASY cloud reached an altitude of
12,500 feet and moved southeast from the point of detonation.

Th: e was no detectable offsite fallout (17). .

The Scientific Tests Section fielded eight experiments at
Shot EASY. Twelve DOD participants took part in these
experiments. An estimated 246 Air Force personnel engaged in air
support activities. The Radiological Safety Section, part of the
AEC Test Group, included the following personnel: one civilian
and four officers from the Army Corps of Engineers, two officers
from the Army Medical Corps, one Army officer and one Air Force
enlisted man from LASL, and one officer whose service affiliation
is unknown. Eighty-six Air Force participants were involved in
communications security for the Seciarity Group and in Weather
Support for the Meteorology Section, discussed in chapter 3.
Military and civilian officals took part in a program for

observers, also discussed in chapter 3 (19; 28; 30).
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8.1 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN SCIENTIFIC

TESTS SECTION ACTIVITIES AT SHOT EASY

Department of Defense personnel took part in eight of the 16
scientific experiments conducted by the Scientific Tests Section
at Shot EASY. This section details DOD participation in five of
these experiments: Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications
against Gamma Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb, Thermal
Effects Program, Thermal and Ionizing Radiation Measurements,
Analysis of Fireball Growth at RANGER, and Gamma Radiation
Exposure as a Function of LCistance. Two of the remaining three
experiments, Radiochemical Results and Fractionation of Cloud
Particles by Shearing ¥Winds, were primarily LASL projects. The
cloud-sampling aircraft discussed in section 8.2, Air Support
Activities, provided support for these experiments. The final
experiment, Atmospheric Conditions and Their Effects on Atomic
Clouds at the Nevada Test Site, was conducted by the Air Weather
Service after the series to analyze weather data collected for
EASY and the other RANGER shots. Chapter 3 includes information

common to all of these experiments.

Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications against Gamma
Radiaticn from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb was conducted by the Army
Chemical Center to determine the degree of shielding afforded
against gamma radiation emitted by a nuclear airburst. The
afternoon before the shot, two participants from the Army
Chemical Center and one from the Army Corps of Engineers placed
film packets in 11 of 14 fortifications. They also placed a LASL
neutron detector in one of the foxholes and an ion chamber in one
of the prone shelters. Figure 8-1 shows the instrumented
fortifications. In addition, the three men placed four film
packets at ground positions 370, 730, 1,100 and 1,460 meters west

of ground zero. After the area was opened for reentry, the three

personnel retrieved the film packets, ccmpleting recovery
operations by 0900 hours on shot-day (30).
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Figure 8-1: FIELD FORTIFICATIONS AT SHOT EASY
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The film was then sent for analysis to the Army Chemical Center
in Marvyland.

The inernal Effects Program was conducted by the Office of
the Quartermaster General (Army). The objective was to obtain
data on the thermal hazard of a nuclear detonation to various
muaterials and finishes. Before the detonation, the experiment's
one participant placed test panels belonging tc the Office of the
Quartermaster General and Naval Racsiological Defense Laboratory

720 and 1,080 meters from ground zero. He recovered the

materials after the area was opened for reentry (30).

Thermal and Ionizing Radiation Measurements was conducted by
a civilian under contract to the Office of the Surgeon General
(Army). The objective was to determine the intensity and quality
of the initial gamma radiation from a nuclear homb at distances
where the combined effects of thermal and ionizing radiation
energy may have serious biological consequences. Before the
detonation, the participant placed six ion chambers on the ground
1,260 meters from ground zero and a seventh ion chamber in a
prone shelter 730 meters from ground zero. He later retrieved

the ion chambers (30).

Analysis of Fireball Growth st Shot EASY was conducted by
LASL to analyze the fireball growth and yield determination by
studying film from cameras at photography staticns 3.2 kilometers
southeast and northeast of ground zero. A special LASL group,
consisting of three civilian emplovees and one Army, one Navy,
and one Air Force participant, retrieved film from the photog-
raphy stations after Shot EASY and returned it to LASL for
analysis (19; 28).

Gamma Radiation Exposure as a Function of Distance was
conducted by the Sandia Corporation. To measure gamma radiation
at different distances during and immediately following a nuclear
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detonation, 41 film badges were placed at 90-meter intervals from
ground zero along the West Access Road and the South Access Road.
One film badge was positioned at ground zero. To measure
neutron-induced activity, film badges were also vlaced in lead
c¥linders with ten-centimeter-thick walls along the Wz=st Access
Road 270, 550, 820, 1,100, and 1,370 meters from ¢round zero. To
measure the fraction of initial gamma radiation reaching the film
badges, the badges were placed in "mousetrap gadgets" (devices
designed to shield the film badges from residual radiation) 460,

910, and 1,830 meters from ground zero along the West Access Road
(30).

Personnel began recovering film badges within one to two
hours after the detonation and finished within five to six hours.
Military personnel assisting in the placement and recovery of the
film badges included one Navy participant from Field Command,
AFSWP; one Navy participant from LASL; and one participant from
the Army Corps of Engineers. Three Sandia Corporation employees
also took part in the experiment (28; 30; 34).

Specific details regarding personnel activities during this
experiment have not been documenicd, but one report states that
the Navy participant from Field Command, AFSWP, placed and
retrieved film badges 370 and 730 meters from ground zero along
the West Access Road (34).

8.2 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN AIR SUPPORT
SECTION ACTIVITIES AT SHOT EASY
The Special Weapons Command and Headquarters, USAF, both
with air control centers at Nellis AFB, directed air support
missions at Shot EASY., SWC directed and conducted the airdrop,
the emergency aircraft mission, the courier service, and the
; helicopter support of the aerial surveys conducted by the
i Radiological Safety Section. SAC conducted the SWC photography
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mission. Headgquarters, USAF, personnel supervised the cloud

sampling, cloud tracking, and, slong with SWC, the aerial

: surveys. They also coordinated activities associated with the

: Atomic Energy Detection System. The Air Weather Service provided
most of the aircraft and crews for air missions supervised by
Headquarters, USAF.

SWC support missions involved eight aircraft and an
estimated 122 SWC personnel, Of these individuals, 56 were air
crew and emergency team personnel, while the others were ground
crew personnel, radiological safety monitors, air operations
control personnel, and administrative staff. Headquarters, USAF,
support missions involved 11 aircraft and an estimated 124 Air
Force personnel. Of these personnel, an estimated 57 were
aircraft crew members, while the others were ground crew
personnel, radiological safcty monitors, air operations control
personnel, and administrative staff (2-4; 13; 25; 38). Table 8-1
identifies the aircraft and the estimated numbers of DOD

personnel engaged in air support activities.

8.2,1 Delivery

A B-50 aircraft delivered the EASY nuclear device. Two
other aircraft, a B-50 and a C-47, accompanied the drop aircraft
for the purpose of documentary photography and emergency
assistance, respectively.

The B-50 drop aircraft, with & crew of 11 from the 4925th
Special Weapons Group, left Kirtland AFB at 01f6 hours on shot-
day and flew at an altitude of 14,000 feet to Indian Springs AFB.
Upor reaching the Indian Springs area, the aircraft descended to
10,000 feet and proceeded to the north of ground zero. At 0357,

[y

the crew began inserting the nuclear capsule into the device,
completing this task at 0430. The aircraft then climbed to its
bombing height of 19,700 feet for two practice runs., At 0515,
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- A Table 8-1:

-

SUMMARY OF AIR SUPPORT ACTIVITIES, SHOT EASY

Estimated
Type of Number of Unit Staging DOD
Mission Aircraft Aircraft of Origin Base Personnel
Airdrop B-50 1 4925th Special Kirtiand AFB 11
‘ Weapons Group
} Photog-— B-50 1 SAC Kirtland AFB 11
: raphy
3 Emer- c-47 1 4925th Special Kirtland AFB 14
gency Weapons Group
Cloud B-29 2 374th Recon Nellis AFB 20
Sampling Squadron (VLR)
Weather
Cloud B-29 1 374th Recon Nellis AFB 11
Tracking Squadron (VLR)
Weather
B-29 1 374th Recon McClellan AFB 11
Squadron (VLR)
¥eather
Aerial E-13 1 4925th Special AEC Control 2
Surveying Weapons Group Point
H-19 1 4925th Special AEC Control 3
Weapons Group Point
C-47 1 Air Weather Nellis AFB 6
Service
B-17 1 Cambridge Nellis AFB 9
Research
Laboratory
Courier B-25 3 4901st Support Indian Springs 15
: Service Wing (Atomic) AFB
{
: AEDS B-29 5 Air Weather Barksdale AFB, 60
: Service Robins AFB
; B-29 * Air Weather Air Force bases *

Service

1n Alaska, Guam,
Japan, and Saudi
Arabia

YUNKnown
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the B-50 began its bombing run. At exactly 0546:02 hours, the
device was released. The B-50 then returned to Kirtiand AFB,

arriving at 0751 {(3-4).

The B-50 documentary photography aircraft, with a crew of 11
from the Strategic Air Command, left Kirtland AFB at 0122, six
minutes after the drop aircraft. !t accompanied the drop
aircraft to the NPG, maintaining an altitude of 16,000 feet.
During the practice and bombing runs, the photography aircraft
remained five to six kilometers behind and 2,000 feet above the
drop aircraft. After completing its photography assignment, it
returned to Kirtland AFB, arriving there at 0753 hours (3-4).

The C-47 emergency aircraft, with a crew of four and a
disaster team of ten from the 4925th Special Weapons Squadron,
left Kirtland AFB at 0120, four minutes after the drop aircraft.
It followed the drop aircraft at an altitude of 12,000 feet to
the vicinity of Las Vegas, where it descended to 10,000 feet and
flew a holding pattern there until the drop aircraft had
completed its mission at the NPG. The C-47 then returned to
Kirtland AFB, arriving at 0820 hours (3-4).

8.2.2 Cloud Sampling

Cloud sampling was performed in conjunction with two
Scientific Tests Section experiments, Radiochemical Results and
Fractionation of Cloud Particles by Shearing Winds. To support
these experiments, two B-29 cloud samplers, each with a crew of
ten from the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range)
Weather, left Nellis AFB at 0245 hours. Each aircraft penetrated
the cloud several times. The first aircraft completed its cloud
penetration about two hours after the detonation, finishing its
sampling runs in approximately 50 minutes. The second aircraft

made passes through the cloud for approximately oune hour to
obtain its samples (8; 13; 20; 25; 38).
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8.2.3 Cloud Tracking

Two B-29 ajircraft flew cloud-tracking missions over and
beyond the Nevada Proving Ground. One B-29, with a crew of 11
from the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range) Weather,
left Nellis AFB at 0245 hours to track the cloud. A second B-29,
also with a crew of 11 from the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron

(Very Long Range) Weather, left from McCiellan AFB approximately
12 hours later to replace the first B-29, which was running low
on fuel (8; 13; 20; 25).

8.2.4 Aerial Surveys

Aerial) survey aircraft included two SWC helicopters that
monitored the area immediately around ground zero. In addition,
a C-47 and a B-17 surveyed both onsite and offsite areas. The
C-47, with a crew of six from the Air Weather Service, left
Nellis AFB at 0750 hours. The B-17, with a crew of nine frcm the
: Air Force Cambridge Research Laboratory, left Nellis AFB at
‘ 0755 (8).

The SWC H-19 helicopter, with a crew of three from the
4925th Special Weapons Group, made two postshot trips to the
ground zero area to monitor radiation intensities and to retrieve
. scientific instrumentation. On its first trip, the helicopter
. '[ ! left the AEC Control Point at 0603 and returned at 0625 hours.

' The helicopter began its second trip to the ground zero area at
i 06835 and returned to the Contrul) Point at 0724. At 0907, it left
€ for Indian Springs AFB carrying scientific data for the B-25

courier aircraft. It arrived there at 0928 hours (4).

The other S¥WC helicopter, an H-13 with a crew of two from
the 4925th Special Weapons Group, performed one aerial survey.
It left the Control Point at 0630, arrived in the ground zero
area at 0738, and returned to the Control Point at 0848. It also
delivered scientific daia to the courier aircraft at Indian
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Springs AFB, leaving the Control Point at 0849 and arriving at
the base at 0910 hours (4).

8.2.5 Courier Service

After the sampling missions had been completed, three B-25
aircraft left Indian Springs AFB on shot-day to deliver cloud
samples, instrumentation, and other results from the ccientific
experiments to Kirtland AFB for subsequent transport to LASL via
a commerclal contract carrier. While the couriers aboard these
aircraft were LASL civilians, the aircrews were from the 4901st
Air Support Wing (2-4).

The first B--25 courier aircraft, with a crew of five and a
LASL courier onboard, left Indian Springs AFB for the Frenchman
Flat landing strip at 0623. It reached Frenchman Flat at 0839,
picked up scientific samples, instrumentation, and data, and left
Frenchman Flat at 0655 for Kirtiand AFB, arriving at 0910 hours :
(3-4). :

The second B-25, with a crew of five and a LASL courier, i
left Indian Springs AFB for the Frenchman Flat landing strip at i
0635. It reached Frenchman Flat at 0651, picked up scientific i%
samples and materials, and left Frenchman Flat at 0733 for ;
Kirtland AFB, arriving there at 0941 hours (3-4). !

The third B-25, carrying a crew of five and a LASL courier,
Jeft Indian Springs AFB for Nellis AFB at 1008 and arrived there
at 1142. After receiving cloud samples from Headquarters, USAF,
personnel, it left for Kirtland AFB at 1215 hours, arriving at
1410 hours (3-4).
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8.3 RADJATION PROTECTION AT SHOT EASY

The information available for Shot EASY includes the results

of onsite and offsite radiological monitoring and decontamination
procedures.

Monitoring

The initial survey monitoring team entered the test area
immediately after the detonation. Monitors detected radiation
intensities of about 0.005 R/h approximately 900 meters from
ground zero. They measured G.35 R/h 180 meters from ground zero
and a maximum of 0.55 R/h at ground zero. Monitors resurveyed
the area twice, once about three hours and 30 minutes after the
initial survey and again approximately nine hours after the
first survey. They took 15 to 20 minutes to complete each survey
(16). Figure 8-2 shows a reconstructed isointensity map based on
the initial survey (17).

Offsite monitoring was conducted by the same survey teams
that monitored the radiation intensities for previous shots.
These teams did not conduct extensive offsite surveys because of
poor communication links with the surveillance aircraft.
However, limited surveys did not detect radiation levels above

background levels in offsite areas (16).

Decontamination

Onsite personnel were monitored at the decontamination
center about 30 meters from the Control Point. Decontamination
personnel reported that no radiation remained on individuals
after they had showered and changed into fresh clothing (16).

Vehicles were also decontaminated at the same location.
Decontamination personnel found gamma intensities of 0.03 R/h at
certain locations on the vehicles, primarily the running boards,
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Figure 8-2: RECONSTRUCTED ISOINTENSITY MAP OF EASY,
ONE HOUR AFTER DETONATION
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floerboards, tires, and mudguards. In all cases, vacuuming and
washing reduced the radioactivity to less than 0.007 R/h (16).

The two B-29 sampling aircraft were decontaminated at Nellis
AFB. Decontamination personnel detected an average gamma
intensity on each aircraft of 0.15 and 0.18 R/h, Repeated
washings reduced these levels to 0.01 and 0.02 R/h, respectively.
The washing effluent was allowed to run off the ramp into the
desert sand. This procedure removed over 90 percent of the
radiation on the aircraft (31; 38).
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SHOT BAKER-2 SYNOPSIS

AEC TEST SERIES: RANGER

DOD EXERCISE: None
DATE/TIME: 2 February 1951, 0549 hours
YIELD: 8 kilotons
HEIGHT OF BURST: 1,100 feet above ground
Purpose of Test: To test nuclear device designs proposed for
Operation GREENHOUSE.
; DOD Objective: To collect data on the effects of gamma and
o ',1 thermal radiation from a nuclear detonation.
Weather: At shot-time, the temperature at the surface

was -9.2° C, the relative humidity was 79
percent, and the atmospheric pressure was 12.8
psi. The surface winds were calm. Winds were
22 knots from the west-southwest at 10,000

, ; feet and 45 knots from the northwest at 20,000
' 3 feet.

Radiation Data: About one hour after the detonation, onsite
induced activity greater than 0.5 R/h was
confined to an area 450 meters from ground
zero. Lesser intensities, ranging from 0.5
R/h to 0.0004 R/h, were confined to an area
950 to 3,600 meters from ground zero.

Participants: Special Weapons Command; Headquarters, USAF;
Army Corps of Engineers; Air Weather Service;
Office of the Quartermaster General, Army;
Office of the Surgeon General, Army; Strategic
Air Command; Air Training Command; Air
Research and Development Command; Air Force
Cambridge Research Laboratory; Santa Fe
Operations QOffice; Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory; Sandia Corporation; EG&G; Atomic
Energy Commission.
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CHAPTER 9

SHOT BAKER-2

Shot BAKER-2, the fourth nuclear test of Operation RANGER,
was detonated on 2 February 1951 at 0549 hours Pacific Standard
Time in Frenchman Flat at UTM coordinates 923758. BAKER-2, a
developmental device designed by the Los Alamous Scientific
Laboratory, was airdropped from a B-50 aircraft flying at a
height of 19,700 feet above the ground. The device, which
detonated 1,100 feet above the terrain, had a yield of eight
kilotons (15).

At shot-time, the temperature at the surface was -9.2
degrees Celsius, and the winds at the surface were calm., Winds
were 22 knots from the west-southwest at 10,000 feet and 45 knots
from the northwest at 20,000 feet. The top of the Shot BAKER-2
cloud reached an altitude of 28,000 feet and moved east-southeast
from the point of detonation. Fallout occurred to the southeast
(15; 17).

The Scientific Tests Section fielded eight experiments at
the shot. Twelve DOD participants took part in these
experiments. An estimated 226 Air Force personnel engaged in air
support for BAKER-2. The Radiological Safety Section included
the following personnel: one civilian and four officers from the
Army Corps of Engineers, two officers from the Army Medical
Corpe. one Army officer and one Air Force enlisted man from LASL,
and one officer whose service affiliation is unknown. Another 86
Air Force participants were involved in communications security
for the Security Group and in weather support for the Meteorology
Section, discussed in chapter 3. Military and civilian officals
took part in a program for observers, also discussed *n chapter 3
(19, 28; 30).
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9.1 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN SCIENTIFIC

TESTS SECTION ACTIVITIES AT SHOT BAKER-2

Department of Defense personnel took part in eight of the 16
scientific experiments conducted by the Scientific Tests Section
at Shot BAKER-2. This section details DOD participation in five
of these experiments: Protection Afforded by Field Fortifi-
cations against Gamma Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb,
Thermal Effects Program, Thermal and Ionizing Radiation Measure-
ments, Analysis of Fireball Growth at RANGER, and Gamma Radiation
Exposure as a Function of Distance. Two of the remaining three
experiments, Radiochemical Results and Fractionation of Cloud
Particles by Shearing Winds, were primarily LASL projects. The
cloud-sampling aircraft discussed in section 9.2, Air Support
Activities, provided support for these experiments. The final
experiment, Atmospheric Conditions and Their Effects on Atomic
Clouds at the Nevada Test Site, was conducted by the Air Weather
Service after the series to analyze weather data collected for
BAKER-2 and the other RANGER shots. Chapter 3 includes

information common to all of these experiments.

Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications against Gamna
Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb was conducted by the Army
Chemical Center to determine the shielding afforded against gamma
radiation emitted by a nuclear airburst. The afternoon before
the shot, two participants from the Army Chemical Center and one
from the Army Corps of Engineers placed film packets in five
fortifications. 1Irn addition, they placed ion chambers at three
locations. Figure 9-1 indicates the instrumented positions.
These personnel retrieved the film packets, completing recovery
by 0852 hours (30).

The Thermal kttects Program was conducted by the Office of
the Quartermaster General (Army). The objective was to obtain
data on the thermal hazard of a nuclear detonation to various
materials and finishes (30).
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Figure 9-1: FIELD FORTIFICATIONS AT SHOT BAKER-2
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Before the detonation, the experiment's one participant

- placed test materidls belonging to the Office of the

Quartermaster General, the Naval Material Laboratory, Naval
Radiological Defense Laboratory, and the National Bureau of
Standards in and near foxholes used in the gamma radiation
experiment. The materials were at the following distances from
ground zero:

.Distance (meters) Agencies
680 Quartermaster General
1,100 OQuartermaster General,

Naval Material laboratory,

Naval Radiological Defense
Laboratory,

National Bureau of Standards

1,830 Quartermaster General,
Naval Material Laboratory,
Naval Radiological Defense
- Laboratory,
National Bureau of Standards
The participant retrieved the materials after the area was opened

for reentry (30).

Thermal and Ionizing Radiation Measurements was conducted by
a civilian under contract to the Office of the Surgeon General
(Army). The objectives were to (30):
® Determine the intensity and quality of the initial
gamma radiation from the nuclear detonation at
distances where the combined effects of thermal and

ionizing injury could have serious biological
consequences

e Determine the time rate of delivery of thermal

dosage from the nuclear detonation.

For the first objective, the participant placed ion chambers
in one foxhole 1,460 meters northwest of ground zero and in prone
shelters 1,100 meters west of ground zero. To gather data for
the second objective, he placed a turntable coated with heat-

128




v omonomat £t e~ g TaS S HiAn e oA A B PRASAN B AP Ao o 3. T 4 s {86 N T 0 A8 T TR TSSO S T e
TR .,.T-
<

v

s

sensitive paper 1,830 meters northwest of ground zero. Sometime

after the detonation, the participant retrieved the ion chambers
and the turntable (30).

Analysis of Fireball Growth was conducted by LASL to analyze
the fireball growth and yield determination by studying film from
cameras at photography stations 3.2 kilometers southeast and
northeast of ground zero. A special LASL group, consisting of
three civilian employees and one Army, one Navy, and one Air 5
Force participant, retrieved film from the photography stations
after BAKER-2 and returned it to LASL for analysis (19; 28).

Gamma Radiation Exposure as a Function of Distance was
conducted by the Sandia Corporation. To measure gamma radiation
at different distances during and immediately following a nuclear
detonation, 41 film badges were placed at 90-meter intervals from
ground zero along the West Access Road and the South Access Road.
One film badge was positioned at ground zero. To measure neutron-
induced activity, film badges were also placed in lead cylinders
with ten-centimeter-thick walls along the West Access Road 270,
550, 820, 1,100, and 1,370 meters from ground zero. To measure

the fraction of initial gamma radiation reaching the film badges,

the badges were placed in "mousetrap gadgets” (devices designed
to shield the film badges from residual radiation) 460, 910, and
1,830 meters from ground zero along the West Access Road (30).

Personnel began recovering film badges within one to two
hours after the detonation and finished within five to six hours.
Military personnel assisting in the placement and recovery of the

film badges included one Navy participant from Field Command,

AF3WP;, one Navy participant from LASL; and one participant from
the Army Corps of Engineers. Three Sandia Corporation employees
also took part in the experiment (28; 30; 34).
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Specific details regarding personnel activities during this
éxperiment have not been documented, but one report states that
the Navy participant from Field Command, AFSWP, placed and
retrieved film badges 370 and 730 meters from ground zero along
the West Access Road (34).

9.2 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN AIR SUPPORT

SECTION ACTIVITIES AT SHOT BAKER-2

The Special Weapons Command and Headquarters, USAF, both
with air control centers at Nellis AFB, directed air support
missions at Shot BAKER-2., SWC directed and conducted the
airdrop, the emergency aircraft mission, the courier service, and
the helicopter support of the aerial surveys conducted by the
Radiological Safety Section. Personnel from Headquarters, USAF,
supervised the cloud sampling, cloud tracking, and, along with
SWC, the aerial surveys. They also coordinated activities
associated with the Atomic Energy Detection System. The Air
Weather Jervice provided most of the aircraft and crews for air
missions supervised by Headquarters, USAF.

SWC support missions invoived seven aircraft and an
estimated 112 SWC personnel. Of these individuals, 45 were
aircrew and emergency team personnel, while the others were
ground crew personnel, radiological safety monitors, air
operations control personnel, and administrative staff.
Headquarters, USAF, support missions involved leu aircraft and an
estimated 114 Air Force personnel. 0Of these personnel, an
estimated 47 were aircrew members, while the others were ground
crew personnel, radiological safety monitors, air operations
control personnel, and administrative staff (2-4; 13; 25; 38).
Table 9-1 identifies the aircraft and the estimated numbers of
DOD personnel engaged in air support activities.
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Table 9-1: SUMMARY OF AIR SUPPORT ACTIVITIES, SHOT BAKER-2

Estimated
Type of Number of Unit Staging DOD
Mission Aircraft Aircraft of Origin Base Personnel
Airdrop B-50 1 <925th Special Kirtland AFB 11
Weapons Group
Emer- C-47 1 4925th Special Kirtland AFB 14
gency Weapons Group
Cloud B-29 1 374th Recon Nellis AFB 10
Sampling Squadron (VLR)
Weather
Cloud B-29 1 374th Recon Nellis AFB 11
Tracking Squadron (VLR)
Weather
B-29 1 374th Recon McClellan AFB 11
Squadron (VLR)
Weather
Aerial H-13 1 4925th Special AEC Control 2
Surveying Weapons Group Point
H-19 1 4925th Special AEC Control 3
Weapons Group Point
C-a7 1 Air Weather Nellis AFB 8
Service
B-17 1 Cambridge Nellis AFB 9
Research
Laboratory
. Courier B-25 3 4901st Support Indian Springs 15
t Service Wing (Atomic) AFB
: AEDS B-29 5 Air Weather Barksdale AFB, 60
§ Service Robins AFB
i B-29 * Air Weather Air Force bases *
: Service in Alaska, Guam,
Japan, and Saudi

Arabia

¥Unknown
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9.2.1 Delivery

A B-50 aircraft delivered the BAKER-2 nuclear device. A

C-47 accompanied the B-50 to provide emergency assistance.

The drop aircraft, with a crew of 11 from the 4925th Special
Weapons Group, left Kirtland AFB at 0122 hours on shot-day and
flew at an altitude of 14,000 feet to Indian Springs AFB. Upon
reaching the Indian Springs area, the aircraft descended to
10,000 feet and proceeded to the north of ground zero area. At
0340, the crew began inserting the nuclear capsule into the
device, completing this task at 0408, The aircraft then climbed
to its bombing height of 19,700 feet. It completed its first
practice run at 0437, its second practice run at 0456, and its
third at 0519. At 0524, the crew opened the bomb-bay dcors, and
at 0532, the B-50 began its bomb run. At exactly 0548:01 hours,
the device was released. The B-50 then returned to Kirtland AFB,
arriving at 0745 hours (3-4).

The B-50 documentary photography aircraft originally
scheduled for the shot did not fly because of fuel leaks. The
C-47 emergency aircraft, with a crew of four and a disaster team
of ten from the 4925th Special Weapons Squadron, left Kirtland
AFB at 0123, one minute after the drop aircraft. It followed the
drop aircraft at an altitude of 12,000 feet to the vicinity of
Las Vegas, where it descended to 10,000 feet and flew a holding
pattern there until the drop aircraft had completed its mission.
The C-47 returned to Kirtland AFB at 0831 hours {3-4).

9.2.2 Cloud Sampling

Cloud sampling was performed in conjunction with two
Scientific Tests Section experiments, Radiochemical Results and

Fractionation of Cloud Particles by Shearing Winds. To support
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these experiments, one B-29 c¢loud sampler, with a crew of ten
from the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range) Weather,
left Nellis AFB at 0245. The aircraft penetrated the cloud
several times. It completed its first cloud penetration two
hours after the BAKER-2 detonation and finished its sampling runs
in approximately 50 minutes (9; 13; 20; 25; 38).

9.2.3 Cloud Tracking

Two B-29 aircraft flew cloud-tracking missions over and
beyvond the Nevada Proving Ground. One B-29, with a crew of 11
from the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range) Weather,
left Nellis AFB at 0350 hours to track the cloud and returned to
base within 12 hours. A second B-29, also with a crew of 11 from
the 374th Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Hange) Weather,
replaced the first B-29, which was starting to run low on fuel.

The second B-29 left from and returned to McClellan AFB (9; 13;
20; 25).

9.2,4 Aerial Surveys

Aerial survevs included two missions flown by SWC
nelicopters that monitored the area immediately around ground
zero. In addition, a C-47 and a B-17 surveyed both onsite and
offsite areas. The C-47, with a crew of six from the Air Weatlier
Service, left Nellis AFB at 0750 hours. The B-17, with a crew of

nine from the Air Force Cambridge Research Laboratory, left
Nellis AFB at 0755 (9).

The SWC H-19 helicopter, with a crew of three from the
4925th Special Weapons Group, made two postshot trips to the
ground zero ares to monitor the area and to retrieve scientific

data, On its first trip, the helicopter left the AEC Control
Point at 0610 and returned at 0652, The helicopter began its
second trip to the ground zero area at 0801 and returned to the
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Cocntrol Point at 0824. At 0928, it left the Control Point for -
Irdian Springs AFB carrying scientific data for the B-25 courier
aircraft; it arrived at 0940 hours (4; 24).

The other SWC helicopter, an H-13, with a crew of two from
the 4925th Special Weapons Group, left the AEC Control Point at
0716 hours for the generator shack 3.2 kilometers due south of
ground zero on the South Access Road. The helicopter returned to
the Control Point at 0739. At 0840 hours, the H-13 flew back to
the generator shack and then returned to the Control Point at
0901, The purpose of both trips was to monitor the retrieval of
scientific data (4).

9.2.5 Courier Service

After the sampling missions hud been completed, three B-25
aircraft left Indian Springs AFB on shot-day to deliver cloud
samples, lnstrumentation, and other results of the scientific
experiments to Kirtlané AFB for subsequent transport to LASL via
a commercial contruct carrier. The couriers aboard these
aircraft were LASL civilians, while the aircrews were from *he
4901st Air Support Wing (2-4).

The first B-25, with & crew of five and a LASL courier
onboard, left Indian Springs AFB for the Frenchman Flat landing
strip at 0619 hours. It reached Frenchman Flat at 0630, picked
up scientific samples, instrumentation, and data, and left
Trenchman Flat at 0646 for Kirtland AFB, arriviug at 0856 hours
(3-4).

The second B-25, carrying a crew of five and a LASL courier,
left Indian Springs AFB for the Frenchman Flat landing strip at
0630 hours. It reached Frenchman Flat at 0645, picked up
scilentific samples and materials, and left for Kirtland AFB at
1100, arriving at 1258 (3-4).




The third B-25, with a crew of five and a LASL courier, Yeft——-

Indian Springs AFB for Nellis AFB at 0955 hours and arrived there
at 1015. After receiving cloud samples from Headquarters, USAF,
personnel, it left for Kirtland AFB at 1100, arriving at 1258
hours (3-4).

9.3 RADIATION PROTECTION AT SHOT BAKER-2

The information available for Shot BAKER-2 includes the
results of onsite and offsite monitoring and decontamination
procedures.

Monitoring

The initial survey monitoring team entered the test area
about 45 minutes after the detonation. Monitors first
encountered a gamma radiation intensity of 0.0004 R/h about 3,600
meters west of ground zero. At 900 meters from ground zero, the
radiation level increased to 0.011 R/h. Monitors detected
radiation intensities of 0.5 R/h 450 meters from ground zero.
They found a maximum intensity of 16.0 R/b at ground zero about
75 minutes after the detonation (168). Figure 9-2 shows a
reconstructed isointensity map based on this initial survey (17).

A second monitoring team surveyed the same area eight hours
after completion of the initial survey. The maximum gamma
radiation intensity encountered at that time was 7.0 R/h at
ground zero. Monitors found intensities of 0.12 R/h and 0.008
R/h at distances of 450 and 900 meters west of ground zero,
respectivsly (18).

Several other surveys of the test area were made the day
after the detonation. The maximum radiation intensity
encountered during these éugveys was 3.7 R/h at ground zero, 33
hours after the detonation, Surveys conducted 50 hours after the
detonation measured the hﬂghest gamma intensity, 0.42 R/h, at
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Figure 8-2: RECONSTRUCTED ISOINTENSITY MAP OF BAKER-2,
ONE HOUR AFTER DETONATION
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ground zero. About 60 hours after the detonation, the radiation
intensity at ground zero had decreased to 0.3 R/h (16).

Offsite monitoring was conducted by the same survey teams
that monitored the previous RANGER shots. These teams found a
maximum gamma radiation intensity of 0.008 R/h at the 9,000-foot
level in the Spring Mountains southeast of ground zerc. The
BAKER-2 clcud had drifted toward these mountains. Monitoring
teams in all other areas reported gamma radiation intensities of
no greater than 0.0002 R/h (16).

Two aircraft, a C-47 from the Air Weather Service and a B-17
from the Air Force Cambridge Research Laboratory, conducted off-
site aerial surveys up to about 320 kilometers from ground zero.

These aircraft encountered no gamma radiation levels above the
background level (34).

Decontamination

Onsite personnel were monitored at the decontamination
center about 30 meters from the Control Point. Decontamination
personnel reported that no radioactive contamination remained on

individuals after they had showered and changed into fresh
clothing.

Vehicles were also decontaminated at the center near the
Control Point. Decontamination persornel found that the areas
most contaminated were the running boards, floorboards, tires,
and mudguards. The highest intensity encountered at any of these
places was 0.03 R/h. 1In all cases, vacuuming and washing reduced
the radiocactivity to less than 0.007 R/h (16).

The B-29 sampling aircraft was decontaminated at Nellis AFB,

The average gamma intensity registered on this aircraft was 0.15
R/h. This was reduced to an acceptable level of 0.01 R/h after
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two washings, and the aircraft was'released for further service.
The washing effluent was allowed to run off the ramp into the
desert sand. The decontamination procedure removed about 93
percent of the radiation on the aireraft (31; 38).
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DOD Objective:

Weather:

Radiation Data:

Participants:

Wizt i

Purpose of Test:
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SHOT FOX SYNOPSIS

AEC TEST SERIES: RANGER

DOD EXERCISE: None
DATE/TIME: 6 February 1951, 0547 hours
YIELD: 22 kilotons

HEIGHT OF BURST: 1,435 feet above ground

To test nuclear device designs proposed for
Operation GREENHOUSE.

To collect data on the effects of gamma and
thermal radiation from a nuclear detonation.

At shot time, the temperature at the surface
was -2.0° C, the relative humidity was 85
percent, and the atmospheric pressure was 13.2
psi. Surface winds were light and variable
one hour and 45 minutes before the shot, the
only time for which wind data are available.
Winds were 27 knots from the northwest at
10,000 feet and 45 knots from the west-
northwest at 30,000 feet.

One hour after the detonation, onsite induced
activity ir2ater than 0.16 R/h was confined to
an area 900 meters from ground zero. The
maximum radiation intensity, 15.5 R/h, was
detected at ground zero. Lower activity,
ranging from 0.16 R/h to 0.0003 R/h, was found

in an area 900 to 2,300 meters from ground
Zero.

Special Weapons Command; Headquarters, USAF;
Army Corps of Engineers; Air Weather Service;
Office of the Quartermaster General, Army;
Office of the Surgeon General, Army; Strategic
Air Command; Air Training Command; Air
Research and Development Command; Air Force
Cambridge Research Laboratory; Santa Fe
Operations Office; Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory; Sandia Corporation; EG&G; Atomic
Energy Commission.
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CHAPTEER 10

SHOT FOX

Shot FOX, the fifth and final nuclear test of Operation
RANGER, was detonated on 6 February 1951 at 0547 hours Pacific
Standard Time in Frenchman Flat at UTM coordinates 923758. A
developmental device designed by the Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory, FOX was airdropped from a B-50 aircraft flying 29,700
feet above the ground. The device was detonated 1,435 feet above
the terrain. FOX had a yield of 22 kilotons, which made it the
largest RANGER shot (15; 17}. FOX was the only RANGER device not
detonated on its scheduled date, 5 February 1951. The post-
ponement was caused by &an oil leak in the drop aircraft (27).

At shot-time, the temperature was -2.0 degrees Celsius at
the surface. One hour and 45 minutes before the detonation, the
only time for which wind data are available, surface winds were
light and variable. Winds were 27 knots from the northwest at
10,000 feet, 48 knots from the west-northwest at 20,000 feet, and
45 knots from the west-northwest at 30,000 feet. The top of the
Shot FOX cloud reached an altitude of 43,000 feet and moved
southeast from the point of detonation. Light fallout occurred
to the southeast (17).

The Scientific Tests Section fielded eight experiments at
Shot FOX. Twelve DOD participants took part in these experi-
ments. An estimated 246 Air Force personnel engaged in air
support for FOX. The Radiological Safety Section included the
following personnel: one civilian and four officers from the
Army Corps of Engineers, two officers from the Army Medicail
Corps, one Army officer and one enlisted man from LASL, and one
officer whose service affiliation is unknown. Another 86 Air
Force participants were involved in communications security for
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the Security Group, discussed in chapter 3. Military and
civilian officials took part in a program for observers, also
discussed in chapter 3 (19; 28; 30).

10.1 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN SCIENTIFIC

TESTS SECTION ACTIVITIES AT SHOT FOX

Department of Defense personnel took part in eight of the 16
scieatific experiments conducted by the Scientific Tests Section
at Shot FOX. This section details DOD participation in five of
these experiments: Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications
against Gamma Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb, Thermal
Effects Program, Thermal and Ionizing Radiation Measurements,
Analysis of #fireball Growth at RANGER, and Gamma Radiation
Exposure as & Function of Distance. T7Two of the remaining three
experiments, Radiochemical Results and Fractionation of Cloud
Particles by Shearing Winds, were primarily LASL projects. The
cloud-sampling aircraft, discussed in section 10.2, Air Support
Activities, provided support for the experiments. The final
experiment, Atmospheric Conditions and Their Effects on Atomic
Clouds at the Nevada Test Site, was conducted by the Air Weather
Service after the series to analyze weather data collected during
Operation RANGER. Chapter 3 includes a discussion of this

experiment, as well as information common to the other experi-
ments.

Protection Afforded by Field Fortifications against Gamma
Radiation from an Air-burst Atomic Bomb was conducted hy the Army
Chemical Center to determine the shielding afforded by foxholes
against gamma radiation emitted by & nuclear airburst. Two days
before the shot, two participants from tne Army Chemical Center
and one from the Army Corps cf Engineers placed film packets in
five of 14 fortifications. An ion chamber was placed in one
foxhole and one prone shelter. Figure 10-1 indicates the

instrumented foxholes. Personnel retrieved the film packets,
completing recovery by 0922 hours (30).




2 ®© Z @ Z
Ground Zero
L 1 1 1 1
1,830 Meters 1,460 Meters 1,100 Meters 730 Meters 370 Meters 0 Meters

Shaded positions were not instrumented

& = Instrumented with film packets

t !nstrumented with Victoreen bakelite thimble ion chambe:
() = Prone sheiters
0 = One-man foxhole

(] = Two-man foxholes

{

Figure 10-1: FIELD FORTIFICATIONS AT SHOT FOX
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The Thermal Effects Program was conducted by one participant
from the Office of the Quartermaster General (Army). The
objective was to obtain data on the thermal hazard of a nuclear
detonation to various materials and finishes. Before the
detonation, the participant placed test panels from the Office of
the Quartermaster General, Naval Material Laboratory, and
National Bureau of Standards at the fcllowing distances from

ground zero:

Distance (meters) Agencies
2,100 National Bureau of Standards
2,290 National Bureau of Standards
2,740 Quartermaster General,

Naval Material Laboratory,
National Bureau of Standards

3,200 Quartermaster General,
Naval Material Laboratory,
National Bureau of Standards

3,660 Quartermaster General,
Naval Material Laboratory,
National Bureau of Standards

4,120 Quartermaster General,
Naval Material Laboratory

4,570 Quartermaster General

He also placed panels in the foxholes. 1In addition, he placed
one film badge and three washer-shaped devices mounted with heat-
sensitive material at three locations 1,100, 1,460, and 1, 800
meters from ground zero. He recovered the test materials after
the initial radiation survey was completed (30).

Thermal and Ionizing Radiation Measurements was conducted by
a civilian under contract to the Office of the Surgeon General
(Army). The objectives were to (30):

® Determine the intensity and quality of the

initial gamma radiation from the nuclear
dgtonation at distances where the combined
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effects of thermal and ionizing energy could
have serious biological consequences

e Determine the time rate of delivery of thermal
radiation from the nuclear detonation.

For the first objective, the participant placed one ion
chamber in each of the two fortifications located 1,460 meters
west of ground zero. He also placed five other ion chambers at
ground level 2,100 meters west of ground zero. To collect data
for the second objective, the participant placed a turntable
coated with heat-sensitive paper 2,740 meters northwest of ground
zero. He retrieved the ion chambers and the turntable after the
completion of the initial radiation survey (30).

Analysis of Fireball Growth was conducted by LASL. The
objective was to analyvze the fireball growth and yield determi-
nation by studying film from cameras at photography stations 3.2
kilometers southeast and northeast of ground zero. A special
LASL group, consisting of three civilian employees and one Army,
one Navy, and one Air force participant, retrieved film from the
photography stations after FOX and returned it to LASL for
analvsis (19; 28).

Gamma Radiation Exposure as a Function of Distance was
conducted by the Sandia Corporation. To measure gamma radiation
at different distances during and immediately following a nuclear
detonation, 41 film badges were placed at 90-meter intervals from
ground zero along the West Access Hoad and the South Access Road.
One film badge was positioned at ground zero. To messure
neutron-induced activity, film badges were also placed in lead
cylinders with ten-centimeter-thick walls along the West Access
Rord 270, 550, 820, 1,100, and 1,370 meters from ground zero. To
measure the fraction of initial gamma radiation reaching the film

badges, the badges were placed in "mousetrap gadgets" (devices
designed to shield the film badges from residual radiation) 460,
910, and 1,830 meters from ground zero along the West Access Road
(30).
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Personnel began recovering film badges one to two hours
after the detonation. Except for six film badges located within
180 meters of ground zero that could not be recovered, all badges
were recovered within five to six hours, Military personnel
assisting in the placement and recovery of the film badges
included one Navy participant from Field Command, AFSWP; one Navy
participant from LASL; and one participant from the Army Corps of

Engineers. Three Sandia Corporation employees also took part in

the expeiriment (28; 30; 34).

Specilic details regarding personnel activities during this
expariment at Shot FOX have not been documented, but one report
states that the Navy participant from Field Command, AFSWP,
placed and retrieved film badges 370 and 730 meters from ground
zero along the West Access Road (34).

10.2 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PARTICIPATION IN AIR SUPPORT

SECTION ACTIVITIES AT SHOT FOX

The Special Weapons Command and Headquarters, USAF, both
with air control centers at Nellis AFB, directed air support
missions at Shot FOX. SWC directed and conducted the airdrop,
the emergency aircraft mission, the courier service, and the
helicopter support of the aerial surveys conducted by the
Radiological Safety Section. SAC conducted the SWC photography
mission. Headquarters, USAF, personnel supervised the cloud
sampling, cloud tracking, and, along with SWC, the aerial
surveys. They also coordinated activities associated with the
Atomic Energy Detection System. The Air Weather Service provided

most of the aircraft and crews for air missions supervised by
Headquarters, USAF.

SWC support missions involved eight aircraft and an esti-

mated 122 SWC personnel, 56 of whom were aircrew and emergency
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team personnel. The others were ground crew personnel, radio-
logical safety monitors, air operations control personnel, and

:
1
1

administrative staff. Headquarters, USAF, support missions
involved 11 aircraft and an estimated 124 Air Force personnel.
Of these personnel, an estimated 57 were aircraft crew members,

while the others were ground crew members, radiological safety !

monitors, air operaiions control personnel, and administrative

staff (2-4; 13; 25; 38). Table 10-1 identifies the aircraft and
the estimated numbers of DOD personnel engaged in air suprort ;
activities. ;

10.2.1 Delivery

A B-50 aircraft delivered the FOX nuclear device. Two other
aircraft, a B-50 and a C-47, accompanied the B-50 for the purpose

of documentary phctography and emergency aid, respectively.

The B-50 drop aircraft, with a crew of 11 from the 4925th
Special Weapons Group, left Kirtland AFB at 0045 hours on shot-
day and flew at an altitude of 14,000 feet to Indian Springs AFB.
Upon reaching the Indian Springs area, the aircraft descended to
10,000 feet and proceeded to the north of ground zero. At 0319,
the c¢rew began inserting the nuclear capsule into the device,
completing this task at 0349. The aircraft then climbed to its
bombing height of 29,700 feet for two practice runs. At 0437,
the B-50 bomb-bay doors were opened, and at 0529 hours, the B-50
began its bombing run. At exactly 0546:17 hours, the device was
released, approximately one minute :ater than scheduled. The
B-50 then returned to Kirtland AFB, arriving at 0750 (3-4).

The B-50 documentary photographv aircraft, with a crew of 11
from the Strategic Air Command, left Kirtland AFB at €039, six

minutes before the drop aircraft, It accompanied the drop

aircraft to the NPG, maintaining an altitude of 16,000 feet.
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Table 10-1:

SUMMARY OF AIR SUPPORT ACTIVITIES, SHOT FOX -

Estimated
Type of Number of Unit Staging DOD
Mission Aircraft Aircraft of Origin Base Personnel
Airdrop B=50 1 4925th Special Kirtland AFB 11
Weapons Group
Pholog- B-50 1 SAC Kirtland AFB 11
raphy
Emer- C-a7 1 4925th Special Kirtland AFB 14
gency Weapons Group
Cloud B-29 2 374th Recon Nellis AFB a6
Sampling Squadron (VLR)
Weather
Cloud B-2¢ 1 374-.h Recon Nellis AFB 11
Tracking Squadron (VLR)
Westher
- 1 374th BRecon McClellan AFB 11
S8quadron (VLR)
Weather
Aerial H-13 1 4925th Special AEC Control 2
Surveying Weapons Group Point
H-19 1 4925th Special AEC Control 3
¥eapons Group Point
C-47 1 Air Wea- .r Neilis AF3B 6
Service
B=17 1 Cambri. Nellis AFB 9
Researcu
Laboratory
Courier B-25 3 4901st 3apport I[ndian Springs 15
Service Wing (Atomic) AFB
LEDS B-Z9 5 Air Weatherv Barksdale AFB, 60
Service Robins AFB
B-29 * Air Weather Air Force bases *
Service in Alaska, Guam,
Japan, and Saudi
Arabia
*Unknown
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During the practice and bombing runs, cthe photography aircraft
remained five to six kxilometers behind and 2.000_feet above the
drop aircraft. After completing its photography assignment, it
returned to Kirtland AFB, arriving there at 0745 hours (3-4).

The C-47 emergency aircraft, witn a crew of four and a
disaster team of ten from the 4925th Special Weapons Squadron,
left Kirtland AFB at 0046, one minute after the drop aircraft.
Its mission was to assist the orop aircraft in case of emergency.
1t followed the drop aircraft at an altitude of 12,000 feet xo
the vicinity of Las Vegas, where it descended to 10,000 feet ana
flew a holding paitern there until the drop aircraft had
completed its mission at the NPG. The C-47 then returned to
Kirtland AFB, arriving at 0826 hours (3-4).

10.2.2 Cloud Sampling

Cloud sampling was performed in conjunction with two
Scientific Tests Section experiments, Hadiochemical Results and
Fractionation of Cloud Particles by Shearing Winds. Tou suppory
these experimentic, two B-29 cloud samplers, each with a crew of
ten from the 374th Reconnaissance Squadrun (Very Long Hange)
Weather, left Nellis AFB at 0245 and 0250 hours, respectively.
Each aircraft penetrated the cloud several times., The first
aircraft completed its initial cloud peuetration two hours after
the detonation and finished its sampling runs in approximately 50
minutes. The second zircraft made sampling passes through the
~loud for about one hour (10; 13; 20; 25; 38).

10.2.3 Cloud Tracking

Two B-29 aircraft flew cloud-tracking missions over and
beyond the Nevada Proving Ground. One B-29, with a crew of 11

from the 374tk Reconnaissance Sguadron (Very Long Range) Weather,
left Nellis AFB at 0245 to track the cloud. Approximately 12




hours later, & second B-29, also with a crew of 11 from the 374th
Reconnaissance Squadron (Very Long Range) Weather, left McClellan
AFB to replace the first B-29, which was starting to run low on
fuel (10; 13; 20; 25).

1
i
1
]
]
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10.2.4 Aerial Surveys

Survey aircraft included two SWC helicopters, an H-19 that
monitored the area immediately arcund ground zerc and an H-13
that delivered scientific data to courier aircraft. In addition,
& C~47 and a B-17 surveyed both onsite and offsite areas. The
C-47, with a crew of six from the Air Wecther Service, left
Nellis AFB at 0750 hours. The B-17, with a crew of nine from the
Air Force Cambridge Research Laboratory, left Nellis AFB at 0755
hours (10).

The SWC H-19 helicopter, with a crew of three from the
49251h Special Weapons (Group, made two postshot trips to the
ground zero area to monitor the area and to retrieve scientific
data. On 1ts iirst trip to the ground zero area, the helicopter ?
le{t the Control Point at N625 and returned at 0725 hours. It
Legan its second trip at 0925 and returned to the Control Point
at 0938. At 1031 hours, this helicopter left for Indian Springs
A¥B carrving scientific data for the HB-25 courier aircraft. It
arrived there at 1049 hours. The SWC H-13 helicopter delivered
scientific cata to the courier aircraft at Indian Springs AFB,
leaving the Control Point at 0829 hours and arriving at the base
at 0845. The H-13 had & crew of two from the 4925th Special
Weanons Group (4).

10.2.5 Courier Service

After the sampling missions had been completed, thiee B-25
aircraft left Indian Springs AFB on shot-day to deliver cloud
P ' samples, instrumentation, and other results from the scientific
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experiments to Kirtland AFB for subsequent transport to LASL via
commercial contract carrier. The courlers aboard these aircraft

were LASL civilians, while the aircrews were from the 4901st Air
Support Wing (2-4).

The first B-25, with a crew of five and a LASL courier, left
Indian Springs AFB for the Frenchman Flat landing strip at 0623

hours. It reached Frenchman Flat at 0€47, picked up scientific
samples, instrumentation, and data, and left Frenchman Flat at

0729 for Kirtland AFB, arriving at 0940 hours (3-4).

The second B-25, with a crew of five and a LASL courier
onboard, remdihed at Indian Springs AFB., At 0850, it received
scientific dé%a from the H-13 helicopter. Five minutes later, at
0855, the B-25 left Indian Springs for Kirtland AFB, arriving at
1044 nours (3-4).

The third B-25, carrying a crew of five and a LASL courier,
left Indian Springs AFB for Nellis AFB at 1058 hours and arrived
there at 1117. After receiving cloud samples from Headquarters,
USAF, personnel, it left at 1201 and arrived at Kirtland AFB at
1359 hours (3-4).

10.3 RADIATION PROTECTION AT SHOT FOX

The information available for Shot FOX includes the results
of onsite and offsite radiological monitoring and decontamination
procedures.

Monitoring

The initial survey monitoring team entered the test area
about 30 minutes after the detonation. Their survey took about
30 minutes to complete. Monitors detected a gamma radiation
intensity of 0.0003 R/h about 2,100 meters fror ground zero. At

200 meters from ground zero, they measured an intensity of 0.186
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R/h. The monitors encountered radiation intensities of 1.1 R/h
at 370 meters and 8.0 R/h at 200 meters from ground zero. A

maximum intensity of 15.5 R/h was registered near ground zero

(16). Figure 10-2 shows a reconstructed isointensity map based
on this initial survey (17).

A second monitoring team surveyed the same area seven hours
after the initial survey was completed. The maximum gamma
intensity they encountered was 5.2 R/h, registered near ground
zero. They detected intensities of 2.60 R/h and 0.05 R/h at
distances of 300 and 760 meters, respectively, from ground
zero (16).

Several other surveys of the shot area were made the day
after the detonation. The maximum radiation intensity
measured during these surveys was 3.2 R/h, registered near ground
zero, 27 hours after the detonation. Surveys conducted about 50
hours after the detonation found a maximum radiation level of
0.32 R/h near ground zero (16).

Offsite monitoring was conducted by the same survey teams
stationed offsite to monitor the previous RANGER shots. These
teams found the maximum gamma radiation intensity in the area of
Charleston Mountain, about 60 kilometers southeast of ground
zero. During the morning, the maximum gamma intensity was 0.014
R/h. Two hours later, this reading had decreased to 0.0007 R/h.
Monitoring teams in all other offsite areas reported gamma
radiation intensities no greater thaa 0.0002 R/h (16; 34).

Two aircraft, a C-47 and a 8-17, conducted offsite aerial
surveys out to about 320 kilometers from ground zero. These
aircraft detected no gamma radiation levels above background
level (16).
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Figure 10-2: RECONSTRUCTED ISOINTENSITY MAP OF FOX,
ONE HOUR AFTER DETONATION
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?_ ot Decontamination

T

Onsite personnel were monitored at the decontaminaticn
center about 30 meters from the Control Point. Decontamination

R personnel reported that no radioactive contamination remained on
L : individuals after they had showered and changed into fresh
. clothing (34).

Vehicles were also decontaminated at the center near the
Control Point. Decontamination personnel found that the areas
most contaminated were the running boards, floorboards, tires,
and mudguards. The highest intensity encountered at any of these
places was 0.03 R/h. 1In 8ll cases, vacuuming and washing reduced
the radioactivity to less than 0.007 R/h (34).

The two B-29 sampling aircraft were decontaminated at Nellis
AFB. The average gamma intensity registered on each aircraft,
upon landing, was 0.17 R/h and 0.05 R/h. Two washings reduced
these levels to 0.01 R/h and 0.007 R/h, respectively. The
washing effluent was allowed to run off the ramp into the desert
sand. The decontamination gprocedure removed about 90 percent of
the radiation on the aircraft (31; 38).
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AVAILABILITY INFORMATION

An availability statement has been included at the end of
the reference citation for those readers who wish to read or
obtain copies of source documents. Availability statements were
correct at the time the bibliography was prepared. It is
anticipated that many of the documents marked unavailable may
become available during the declassificatiorn review process. The
Coordination and Information Center (CIC) and the National
Technical Information Service (NTIS) will be provided future
DNA-WT documents bearing an EX after the report number.

Source documents bearing an availability statement of CIC
may be reviewed at the following address:

Department of Energy

Coordination and Information Center

(Operated by Reynolds Electrical & Engineering Co., Inc.)
ATTN: Mr. Richard V. Nutley

2753 §. Highland
P,0. Box 14100 Phone: (702) 734-3194

Las Vegas, Nevada 89114 FTS: 598-3194

Source documents bearing an availability statement of NTIS
may be purchased from the National Technical Information Service.
When ordering by mail or phone, please include both the price
code and the NTIS number. The price code appears in parentheses
before the NT1S order number.

National Technical Information Service
5285 Port Royal Road Phone: (703) 487-4650
Springfield, Virginia 22161 (Sales Office)

Additional ordering information or assistaunce may be obtained by
writing to the NTIS, Attention: Customer Service, or by calling

(703) 487-4660.
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ATTN: Docs Dept

Hoyt Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Humboldt State College Library
ATTIN: Docs Dept

Huntington Park Library
ATTN: Librn

Hutchinson Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Idaho Public Library & Information Center
ATTN: Librn

Idaho State Library
ATTN: Librn

Idaho State University Library
ATTN: Docs Dept

University of Idaho
ATTN: Dir of Libraries (Reg)
ATTN: Doc¢s Sec

University of Illinois Library
ATTN: Docs Sec

Iilinois State Library (Reg)
ATTN: Gov Docs Br

[11inois University at Urbana-Champaign
ATTN: P. Watson Docs Lib

Minois Valley Community College
ATTN: Library

I1linois State University
ATTN: Librn

Indiana State Library (Reg)
ATTN: Serial Sec

Indiana State University
ATIN: Docs Library
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OTHER (Continued

Indiana University Library
ATTN: Docs Dept

Indianapolis Marion County Public Library
ATTN: Social Science Div

Iowa State Lniversity Library
ATTN: Gov Docs Dept

lowa University Library
ATTN: Gov Docs Dept

Butler University
ATTN: Librn

Isaac Delchdo College
ATTN: Librn

James Madison University
ATTIN: Librn

Jefferson County Public Library
Lakewood Regional Library
ATTN: Librn

Jersey City State College
ATTN: F. A. Irwin Library Periodicals
Doc Sec

Johns Hopkins University
ATTN: Docs Library

La Roche College
ATIN: Librn

Johnson Free Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Kalamazoo Public Library
ATIN: Librn

Kansas City Public Library
ATTN: Docs Div

Kansas State Library
ATTR: Librn

Kansas State University Library
ATTN: Docs Dept

University of Kansas
ATTN: Dir of Library (Reg)

University cf Texas

ATTN: Lyndon B. Johnson School of Public

Affairs Library

Maine Maritime Academy
ATIN: Librn

University of Maine
ATTN: Librn

OTHER {Cont fnued)

Kent State University Library
ATTH: Docs Div

Kentucky Dept of Library & Archives
ATIN: Docs Sec

University of Kentucky
ARTTN: Gov Pub Dept
ATTN: Dir of Lib {(Reg)

Kenyort Collega Library
ATIN: iibm

Lake Forest College
ATTN: Librmn

Lake Sumter Community College Library

ATTN: Liben

Lakeland Public Library
ATTN: Liben

Lancaster Regiora] tibrary
ATTN: Libm

Lawrence University
ATTN: Docs Dept

8righam Young University
ATTN: Docs & Map Sec

Lewis University Library
ATIN: Librn

Library and Statutory Dist & Svc
2 ¢y ATTN: Librn

Earlham College
ATIN: Librn

Little Rock Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Long Beach Public Library
ATTN: Libm

Los Angeles Public Library
ATTN: Serials Div U.S. Docs

Louisiana State University
ATTN: Gov Doc Dept
ATTN: Dir of Libraries (Reg)

Louisville Free Public Library
ATTN: Librm

Louisville University Library
ATTN: Librn

Hoover Institution
ATTN: J. Bingham
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OTHER _(Continued

Manchester City Library
ATTN: Librn

Mankato State College
ATTN: Gov Pubs

University of Maine at Farmington
ATTN: Dir of Libraries

Marathon County Public Library
ATTN: Libm

Principia College
ATTN: Libm

University of Maryland
ATTN: McKeldin Library Docs Div

University of Maryland
ATTN: Libm

University of Massachusetts
ATTN: Gov Docs Coll

Maui Public Library
Kahului Branch
ATTN: Librn

Mcheese State University
ATTIN: Libm

Memphis & Shelby County Public Library &
Information Center
ATTN: Librn

Memphis State University
ATTN: Librn

Mercer University
ATTN: Libm

Mesa County Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Miami Dade Community College
ATTN: Librn

University of Miami Library
ATTN: Gov Pubs

Miami Public Library
ATTN: Docs Div

Miami University Library
ATTN: Docs Dept

University of Santa Clara
ATTN: Docs Div

Michigan State Library
ATTN: Librn

Michigan State Unfversity Library
ATTN: Librn

Murray State University Library
ATTN; Lib

OTHER (Continued)

Michigan Tech University
ATTN: Lib Docs Dept

University of Michigan
ATTN: Acq Sec Docs Unit

Middlebury College Library
ATTN: Libm

Millersville State College
ATTN: Librn

State University of New York
ATTN: Docs Librn

Milwaukee Public Library
ATTN: Libmn

Minneapolis Public Library
ATTN: Libm

University of Minnesota
ATIN: Dir of Libraries (Reg)

Minot State College
ATIN: Librn

Mississippi State University
ATTN: Librn

University of Mississippi
ATTN: Dir of Libraries

Missouri University at Kansas City General

ATIN: Libm

University of Missouri Library
ATTN: Gov Docs

M.I.T. Libraries
ATTN: Libm

Mobile Public Library
ATIN: Gov Info Div

Midwestern University
ATTN: Libm

Montina State Library
ATIN: Libm

Montana State University Library
ATTH: Librn

University of Montana
ATTR: Dir of Libraries (Reg)

Montebello Library
ATTN: Libm

Moorhead State College
ATTN: Library

Mt Prospect Public Library
ATIN: Gov't Info Ctr

R



OTHER (Continued) OTHER (Continued] A

Nassau Library System State University of New York .
ATTN: Librn ATTN: Librn ;
Natrona County Public Library New York State University
ATIN: Librn ATTR: ODocs Ctr
Nebraska Library Community State University of New York i
Nebraska Public Clearinghouse ATTN: Docs Dept :
ATIN: Librn

- New York University Library ;
. : University of Nebraska at Omaha ATTN: Docs Dept :
] ATTN: Univ Lib Docs :
Newark Free Library i
Nebraska Western College Library ATTN: Librn :
ATIN: Librn :
Newark Public Library
University of Nebraska ATTN: Librn
ATTN: Dir of Libraries {Reg)
Niagara Falls Public Library i
University of Nebraska Library ATTN: Libem i
ATTN: Acquisitions Dept
Nicholls State University Library
University of Nevada Library ATTN: Docs Div
ATTN: Gov Pubs Dept -
Nieves M. Flores Memorial Library
University >f Nevada at Las Vegas ATTN: Librn
ATTN: Dir of Libraries
Norfolk Public Library

New Hampshire University library ATiN: R. Parker
ATTN: Libm
North Carolina Agricultural & Tech State
Hew Hanover County Public tibrary University
ATTN: Librn ATIN: Librn
4 New Mexico State Library University of North Carolira at Charlotte
E ATTN: Librn ATTN: Atkins Lib Doc Dept
K New Mexico State University University Library of North Carolina at Greensboro
ATTN: Lib Docs Div ATIN: Librn
i University of ew Mexico University of North Carolina at Wilmington
3 ATTN: Dir of Litraries (Reg) ATTN: Libm
University o7 New Orleans Library North Carglina Central University
ATIN: Gov Docs Div ATIN: Librn
New Qrieans Public Library North Carolina State University
ATTN: Libm ATTN: Librn
New York Public Library University of North Carolina
X ATTN: Librn ATTN: BA S5 Div Docs
¢ MNew York State Library North Qakota State University Library
ATTN: Dacs Control Cultural £d Ctr ATTH: Docs Librn
H State University of New York at Stony Brook University of North Dakota
: ATTN: Main Lib Docs Sec ATTN: Librn
i . . ) North Geornia College
? State University of New York Col Memorial Lib .
5 ATTN: Librn
. at Cortland
ATTN: Librn

Minnesota Div cf Emergency Svcs

. State University of New York ATTN:  Librn

: ATTH: Lib Docs Sec

North Texas State University Library
ATiN: Libmn
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OTHER (Continued)

Northeast Missouri State University
ATTN: Librn

Northeastern Oklahoma State University
ATTN: Librn

Northeastern University
ATTN: Dodge Library

Northern Arizona University Library
ATTN: Gov Docs Dept

Northern I1linois University
ATIN: Librn

Northern Michigan University
ATTN: Docs

Northern Montana College Library
ATIN: Libmn

Northwestern Michigan College
ATTN: Librn

Northwestern State University
ATTN: Librn

Northwestern State University Library
ATTN: Librn

Northwestern University Library
ATTN: Gov Pubs Dept

Norwalk Public Libréry
ATIN: Librn

Northeastern Illinois University
ATTN: Library

University of Notre Dame
ATTN: Doc Ctr

Oakland Commynity College
ATTN: Librn

Oakland Public Library
ATIN: Libm

Oberlin College Library
ATIN: Librn

Ocean County College
ATTN: Librn

Ohio State Library
ATTN: Libm

Ohio State University
ATTN: Lib Docs Div

Ckio University Library
ATTN: Doce Dept

Oklahoma City University Library
ATTN: Librn

B A o T
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OTHER (Continued)

Oklahoma Department of Libraries

ATTN:

u.s. Gov Docs

University of Gklahoma

ATTN:

Docs Div

01d Dominion University

ATTN:

Doc Dept Univ Lib

0livet College Library

ATTN:

Librn

Omaha Public Library Clark Branch

ATTN:

Librn

Onondaga County Public Library

ATTN:

Gov Docs Sec

Oregon State Library

ATTN:

Libm

University of Oregon

ATTN:

Docs Sec

Quachita Baptist University

ATTN:

Librn

Pan American University Library

ATTN:

Librm

Passaic Public Library

ATTN:

yueens College
A

TTN:

Librn

Docs Dept

Pennsylvania State Libravy

ArTN:

Gov Pubs Sec

Pennsylvania State University

ATTN:

Lib Doc Sec

University of Pennsylvania

ATTN:

Dir of Libraries

University of Denver

ATTN:

Penrose Library

Peoria Public Lib.rary

ATTN:

Business, Science & Tech Dept

Free Library of Philadelphia

ATTN:

Gov Pubs Dept

Philipsburg Free Public Library

ATTN:

Library

Phoenix Public Library

ATTH:

Librn

University of Pittsburgh

ATTR:

Docs 0ffice, GB

Plainfield Public Library

ATIN:

Librn
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QTHER (Continued)

Popular Creek Public Library District
ATTN: Librn

Association of Portland Library
ATTN: Libm

Portland Public Library
ATTN: Libm

Portiand State University Library
ATTN: Librmn

Pratt Institute Library
ATTN: Librn

Louisiana Tech University
ATTN: Librn

Princeton University Library
ATTN: Docs Div

Providence College
ATTN: Librn

Providence Public Library
ATTN: Libm

Public Library Cincinnati & Hamilton County

ATTN: Libm

Public Library of Nashville and Davidson County

ATTN: Librn

University of Puerto Rico
ATTN: Doc & Mans Room

Purdue University Library
ATTN: Libm

Quinebaug Valley Community College
ATTN: Libm

Auburn University
ATTN: icroforms & Docs Dept

Rapid City Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Reading Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Reed College Library
ATTN: Libm

Augusta College
ATTN: Librn

University of Rhode island Library
ATTH: Gov Pubs Ofc

tniversity of Rhode Istand
ATTX: Dir of Libraries

Rice University
ATTN: Dir of Libraries

Louisiana College
ATTN: Librm

AR ATHIA S b S MAERAARAK P R AR SR A TR e AN e
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OTHER {lontinued

Richland County Public Library
ATIN: Libmn

Riverside Public Library
ATTN: Librn

University of Rochester Library
ATTN: Docs Sec

University of Rutgers Camden Library
ATTN: Libm

State University of Rutgers
ATIN: Libmn

Rutgers University
ATTN: Dir of Libraries (Reg)

Rutgers University Law Library
ATTN: Fed Docs Dept

Salem College Library
ATTN: Libmn

Samford University
ATTN: Libm

San Antonio Public Library
ATYN: Bus Science & Tech Dept

San Diego County Library
ATTN: C. Jones, Acquisitions

San Diego Public Library
ATTN: Libmm

San Diego State Umiversity Library
ATTh: Gov Pubs Dept

San Francisco Public Library
ATTN: Gov Docs Dept

San Francisco State College
ATTN: Gov Pubs Coll

San Jose State College Library
ATTN: Docs Dept

San Luis Obispo Citv-County Library
ATTN: Librn

PR RO
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Savannah Public & Cffingham Liberty Regional

Library
ATTN: Libm

Scottsbluff Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Scranton Punlic Library
ATTN: Librn

Seattle Public Library
ATTN: Ref Docs Asst
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GIHER (Continued)

Selby Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Shawnee Library System
ATTN: Liben

Shieve Memorial Library
AT™N:  Librn

Silas Bronson Public ¢ brary
ATTN: Librn

Sioux City Public Liorary
ATTN: Librn

Skidmore College
ATToé:  Librn

Slippery Rock State College Library
ATTN: Librn

South Carolina Staie Libraiy
ATTN:  Librp

University of South Coarvcling
ATTN: Liken

University of South (arnlina
ATTN: Gov Docs

South Dakota School of Mines & Technical Library
ATTN:  Librn

Louth Dakota State Library
ATIN:  “ed Docs Dept

University of South Darxota
ATTN:  Docs Librn

South Flerida University Library
ATTN: Librn

Souiheast Missouri State University
ATIN: librn

Southeastern iassachusetts University Library
ATTN:  Docs Sec

Universitv ~f Southern Alabama
ATIN: Librn

Soutlern Celafornia tmiversity L brary
ATIN: Locs Dept

Southern Conrecticut State College
ATIN: Library

Souttern 'ilinois Univers iy
AiTN:  Librn

Southeru 11lincis Unsversity
AVTN: Docec Ctr

Southern Methodise Un'versity
AT™N:  Librn

University of Touthern Mississippi

avell 0w L,
RUL L aevrary
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OTHE? (Continued)

Southern Oregor Coliege
ATTN: Libravy

Southern University in New Orleans Library
ATTN: Librn

Southern Utah State (ollege Library
ATTN: Docs Dept

Scuthwest Missouri State College
ATTN: Library

University of Southwestern Louisiana Librari~s
ATTN: Librn

Southwestern University
ATTN:  Librn

"pokane Putlic Libravy
ATIN: Ref Dept

Springfietd ity Library
ATTN: Docs Sec

5t Bonaventure University
ATTN: Lib™

St Joseph Public Library
ATTN-  Librn

St Lawrence Yniversity
ATIN- Librn

St Lou 5 Public Library
ATIN-  Liben

St Paul Public Library
ATTIN: Librn

Stanford University Library
ATIN. Gov Docs Dept

State Historical Soc Library
AYTN. Docs Serials Sec

State Library of Massachusetts
ATTN- Librn

Stete University of New Yark
ATTN: Librn

Stetson University
ATTN: Librn

University of Steubenviile
ATTN: Librn

Stockton % San Joaquin Public Library
ATTH: tiuvrn

Steckton State College Library
ATIN- Librn

Albior College
ATTN: Gov Docs ' ibrn
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OTHER {Centinued) OTHER_{Cont inved)

Superior Public Library Tufts University Library
ATTN: Librn ATTN: Docs Capt

swarthmore College Library Univereity of Tulsa
ATTN: Ref Dept ATTN: Librn

Syracuse University Libraty UCLA Research Library
ATTN: Docs Div ATTN: Pub Affairs Sve/U.S. Docs

Tacoma Public Library Uniformed Services University of the Health
ATTN: Librn Sciences

ATTN: LRC Library
Hi11sboroiigh County Public Library at Tampa
ATTN: Librn Unjversity Libraries
ATIN: Dir of Lib
Temple University
ATTN: Librn University of Maine at Oreno
ATTN: Librn
Tennessee Technological University
ATTN: Libmn Univers.ty of Northern Iowa
ATTN: Library

! University of Tennessce
t ATTN: Dir of Libraries Uppar lowa College
ATIN: Docs Coll

College of ldaho

ATTN: Liben Utah State Univeraity
ATTN: Librn
2 Texas A & M University Library
ATTH: Lib™n University of Utah
ATTN: Special Collections
University of Texas at Arlington
ATTN: Library Dncs University of Utah
ATTN: Dir ut Libraries
University of Texas ot San Antorio ATTN: Dept of Pharmacology
ATTN: Library
Utica Public Library
Tevas Christian University ATIN: Liben
ATTN: Labrn

Valencia Library
Texas State | ibrary ATTN: Librn

ATIN: 1 S. Docs Sec
Valparaiso University

Texas Tech University Library ATTN: Librn

ATTN: Gov Docs Dept
vanderbilt University Library

Texas University at Austin ATIN: Gov Docs Sec
ATTIN: wocs Coil

s
:
{
‘>,
1

University of Vermont

university of Toledo Library ATTN: Dir of Libraries ]
ATIN:  Librn 3
; Virginia Commonwealth University
i Toledo Public Library ATTN: Librn ;
5 ATiN:  Social Science Dept 1
‘ virginia Military Institute k
Torrance Civic {en. o Library ATTN: Librn
ATin, Libre
yirqinia Polytechnic Institute Library
Tra.erse City Public Lidrary ATIN: Doct Dept t
ATTN:  Librn
virginia State Library h
“renton Free Pubiic Library ATTN: Serials Sec 1
ATIN: Librn
: University (f virginia
, Trinity Zollewe Libravy ATIN: Pub Oocs
: ATTh: b
1 Volusia County Punlic Library
' Trinly UnowePaiiy Library ATIN; Librn
; AT*N:  Deos (el
13
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Washington State Library
ATIN: Docs Sec

Washington State University
ATTN: Lib Docs Sec

Washington University Libraries
ATTN: Dir of Lib

University of Washingtop
ATTN: Docs Div

Wayne State University Library
ATTR: Librn

Wayne State University Law Library
ATTN: Docs Dept

Weber State College Library
ATTN: Librn

Hesleyan University
ATTN: Docs Librn

West Chester State College
ATTN: Docs Dept

West Covina Library
ATTN: Librn

tniversity of West Florida
ATTH: Librn

West Hills Comuunily College
ATTN: Library

West Texas State University
ATTN: Library

West Virginia College of Grad Studies Library
ATTN: Librn

University of West Virginia
ATTN: Dir of Libraries (Reg)

Wasterly Public Library
ATIN: Librn

Western Carolina University
ATIN: Librn

Western I1linois University Library
ATTN: Liborn

Western Washington tniversity
ATIN: Librn

Western Wyoming Community College Library
ATTN: Librn

Westmoreland City Community College
ATTN: (Learning Resource Ctr

OTHER (Continued}

whitman College
ATTN: Librn

Wichita State University Library
ATTN: Librn

William & Mary College
ATTN: Docs Dept

Emporia Kancas State College
ATTN: Qoo Cics Div

William College Library
ATTN: Librn

Willimantic Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Winthrop College
ATTN: Docs Dept

University of Wisconsin at wWhitewater
ATTN: Gov Docs Lib

University of Wisconsin at Milwaukee
ATTN: Lib Docs

University of Wisconsin at Oshkash
ATTN: Librn

University of Wiscon=in at Platteville
ATTN: Doc Unit Lib

University of Wisconsin at Stevens Point
ATTN: Docs Sec

University of Wisconsin
ATTN: Gov Pubs Dept

tniversity of Wisconsin
ATTN: Acquisitions Dept

Worcester Public Library
ATTN: Librn

Wright State University iibrary
ATTN: Gov Docs Librn

Wyoming State Library
ATTN: Librn

University of Wyoming
ATTN: Docs Oiv

Yale University
ATIN: Dir of Libraries

Yeshiva Unfversity
ATTN: Librn

Yuma City County Library
ATTN: Librn

Simon Schwob Mem Li%, Coiumbus Co)
ATTN: Librn

L dve



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE CONTRACTORS

Advanced Research & Applications Corp
ATIN: H. Lee

JAYCOR
' ATTN: A, Nelson
i 10 =y ATTN: Health & Environment Div

Kaman Tempo
L. . ATTN: DASIAC
= } ! ATTN: E. Martin
;; H ; Kaman Tempo
4 i i ATIN: R. MiTler
E :
K . Science Applications, Inc
! ; JkB Associates Div
% : 10 cy ATTN: L. Novotney
.
! .
1
[ ]
[
i 1
E |
i
[}
}
.i
i
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE CONTRACTORS {Continued)

Kaman Tempo
ATTN: C. Jones

National Academy of Sciences
ATTN: C. Robinette
ATTN: Med Follow-up Agency
ATTN: Nat Mat Advisory 8d

Pacific-Sierra Research Corp
ATIN: H. Brode, Chaivman SAGE

Science Applications, Inc
ATTN: Tech Lib

R & D Associates
ATTN: P, Haas

[




